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LEWIS,  D' AMATO,  BRISBOIS  &  BISGAARD 
DAVID  B.  PARKER 
GRAHAM  E.  BERRY 
JAYESH  PATEL 

221  North  Figueroa  Street,  Suite  1200 
Los  Angeles,  California  90012 
(213)  250-1800 

JOSEPH  A.  YANNY,  ESQ. 

1925  Century  Park  East 
Suite  1260 

Los  Angeles,  California  90067 
(213)  551-2966 


RECEIVED 

MAY  1  3  1992 

HUB  LAW  OFFICES 


Attorneys  for  Amicus  Curiae  JOSEPH  A.  YANNY,  an  individual  and 
JOSEPH  A.  YANNY,  a  Professional  Law  Corporation 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  LOS  ANGELES 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  ) 

INTERNATIONAL,  A  California  ) 

not-for-profit  religious  ) 

corporation,  ) 

) 

Plaintiff,  ) 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

GERALD  ARMSTRONG  and  DOES  1  ) 

through  25,  inclusive,  ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

_ ) 


No.  BC  052  395 

REQUEST  FOR  JUDICIAL  NOTICE  OF 
DOCUMENTS  BY  AMICUS  CURIAE 
JOSEPH  A.  YANNY,  DECLARATION  OF 
GRAHAM  E.  BERRY  AND  DOCUMENTS 
TO  BE  JUDICIALLY  NOTICED 

Date:  May  14,  1992 

Time:  8:30  a.m. 

Dept.  86 

[Filed  in  association  with 
amicus  curiae  brief  of  JOSEPH 
A.  YANNY  in  opposition  to 
plaintiffs'  Order  to  Show  Cause 
re  Preliminary  Injunction, 
Declaration  of  Graham  E.  Berry 
and  Exhibits,  Deposition 
Transcripts  of  Gerald  A. 
Armstrong  ] 

No  Trial  Date 
No  Discovery  Cut-off 
No  Motion  Cut-off 
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I.  Amicus  curiae  Joseph  A.  Yanny  hereby  requests  the  court  to 
take  judicial  notice  of  the  following  documents: 

A.  Document  dated  17  Feb.  82  entitled  "Gerry  Armstrong 

project. " 

B.  Press  report  entitled  "Scientology  -  Police  Chief 
condemns  ex-cop's  eavesdropping." 

C.  Plaintiffs'  opposition  to  defendants'  motion  for 
summary  judgment  in  Bent  Corvdon  v.  Michael  Flynn,  et  al. 

D.  Memorandum  of  Decision,  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Ninth  Circuit,  July  11,  1991,  Vicki  J.  Aznaran,  et 
al.  v.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  et  al. 


E.  Notice  of  Motion  and  Motion  for  Preliminary 


Injunction  filed  in  Vicki  J.  Aznaran.  et  al.  v.  Church  of 
Scientology  of  California  et  al. 

II.  This  request  for  judicial  notice  is  being  filed  for  the 
reasons  set  forth  in  the  attached  declaration  of  Graham  E.  Berry. 


Dated:  May  11,  1992. 


Respectfully  submitted 


LEWIS,  D'AMATO,  BRISBOIS  &  BISGAARD 
DAVID  B.  PARKER 
GRAHAM  E.  BERRY 
JAYESH  PATEL 


Attorneys  for  Amicus  Curiae  Jo&eph 
A.  Yanny,  an  individual  and  Joseph 
A.  Yanny,  a  Professional  La\f^ 
Corporation. 


Rqjudnot .m09 
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DECLARATION  OF  GRAHAM  E.  BERRY 


I,  Graham  E.  Berry,  hereby  declare  and  state: 

1.  I  am  an  attorney  duly  licensed  to  practice  before  the 
Courts  in  the  State  of  California,  and  I  am  a  member  of  the  law 
firm  of  Lewis,  D'Amato,  Brisbois,  &  Bisgaard,  attorneys  of  record 
for  amicus  curiae  Joseph  A.  Yanny,  Esq.  in  this  action. 

2.  I  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  facts  contained  in  this 
declaration  and  could  and  would  competently  testify  to  those  those 
facts  if  called  upon  to  do  so.  As  to  those  matters  which  are 
stated  to  be  upon  information  and  belief,  I  believe  them  to  be 
true. 

3.  This  supplemental  declaration  is  offered  in  support  of 
Joseph  A.  Yanny's  amicus  curiae  brief  in  opposition  to  plaintiffs' 
order  to  show  cause  re  preliminary  injunction. 

4.  The  attached  documents  (A  through  E)  of  which  the  court 
is  requested  to  take  judicial  notice  were  discovered  during  a 
document  review  in  preparation  for  the  upcoming  trial  in  Religious 
Technology  Center  et  al.  v.  Joseph  a.  Yannv  et  al..  BC  033  035. 
That  document  review  took  place  at  the  law  offices  of  Lewis, 
D'Amato,  Brisbois  &  Bisgaard  on  Saturday,  May  9,  1992.  During 
that  document  review  I  discovered  the  documents  A  through  E  hereto 
which  are  relevant  to  the  court's  decision  herein.  With  regard  to 
Exhibit  B  I  believe  I  had  previously  seen  this  document  but  was 
not  aware  of  its  whereabouts. 

5.  Exhibit  A  ("Gerry  Armstrong  project")  is  offered  in 
support  of  Joseph  A.  Yanny's  arguments  regarding  unclean  hands  at 
pp.  12:24-13:9  of  his  amicus  curiae  brief. 

Exhibit  B,  the  copy  of  the  press  report,  is  offered  in 
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support  of  footnote  1  on  page  2  of  the  amicus  curiae  brief  of 
Joseph  A.  Yanny  in  opposition  to  plaintiffs'  order  to  show  cause 
re  preliminary  injunction. 

7.  Exhibit  C,  Plaintiffs'  opposition  to  Defendants'  motion 
for  summary  judgment  in  the  Corvdon  v.  Flynn  litigation,  is 
offered  in  support  of  Joseph  A.  Yanny 's  arguments  that  injunctive 
relief  should  be  denied,  Amicus  Curiae  Brief  pp.  6-11. 
Specifically,  the  declaration  of  Bent  Corydon  dated  January  7, 
1990  refers  to  the  suppression  of  witnesses  such  as  Armstrong: 
paragraph  6,  page  21:7;  paragraph  8,  page  22  lines  7-24;  and 
paragraph  9,  page  22:25-2:7.  Those  portions  of  the  Corydon 
declaration  support  the  argument  set  forth  in  the  amicus  curiae 
brief  of  Joseph  A.  Yanny,  pages  7:6-10:6. 

8.  The  court  is  respectfully  referred  to  Exhibit  E  hereto. 
First,  the  court  is  referred  to  Exhibit  G  of  Exhibit  E  which  is  a 
declaration  of  Kendrick  L.  Moxon.  In  paragraph  3  of  that 
declaration,  Mr.  Moxon  describes  mutual  release  agreements  with 
Vicki  and  Richard  Aznaran  which  contain  similar  or  identical 
provisions  to  the  ones  Scientology  now  seeks  to  enforce  against 
Gerald  Armstrong.  Second,,  the  court  is  respectfully  referred  to 
Exhibit  A  &  B  of  Exhibit  E  hereto.  Specifically,  paragraph  6  and 
8  of  both  "settlement  agreements"  contain  almost  identical 
provisions  to  the  ones  that  Scientology  seeks  to  enforce  against 
Armstrong  herein. 

9.  The  court  is  respectfully  referred  to  Exhibit  D  hereto 
which  is  the  memorandum  of  the  Ninth  Circuit  of  Appels  for  the 
Ninth  Circuit.  We  are  not  aware  of  any  rule  which  prevents 
unpublished  night  circuit  opinions  being  cited  in  the  state 
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courts . 


In  particular,  the  court  is  respectfully  referred  to  the 
second  paragraph  on  page  4  of  the  Ninth  Circuit's  decision  where 
the  Ninth  Circuit  holds  that  the  liquidated  damages  provision  of 
the  settlement  agreements  negates  Scientology's  argument  that  it 
will  suffer  irreparable  injury.  In  addition,  the  Ninth  Circuit 
holds  that  the  Aznarans'  poverty  is  no  ground  for  monetary  damages 
being  inadequate.  This  decision  affirms  the  trial  court's  decision 


of  Judge  Ideman  declining  to  grant  Scientology's  request  for  a 
similar  preliminary  injunction  as  is  being  requested  herein. 

This  decision  is  offered  in  support  of  the  argument  on  page 
6:2-10  of  the  amicus  curiae  Brief  of  Joseph  A.  Yanny  ("Other 
Remedies  Are  Adequate  and  There  is  No  Irreparable  Harm"). 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct,  except 
as  to  those  matters  which  are  stated  to  be  upon  information  and 
belief,  and  as  to  those  matters  they  are  believed  to  be  true. 

Executed  at  Los  Angeles,  California,  on  May  1992. 
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CERRY  ARMSTRONG  PROJECT 

17  Feb  82 


project  information :  Cerry  Armstrong  is  a  blown  SO  Member  who 
had  access  to  a  lot  of  sensitive  information;  he  is  now  disaffected, 
from  what  we  can  see.  He  is  hiding  out  apparently.  He  knows  the 
CO  has  been  looking  into  him,  so  he  has  been  laying  low 
avoid  this.  So  we ‘/don't  know  where  he  is  currently  and  he  is 
expecting  us  to  approach  him  on  a  covert  line.  So  this  presents 
the  trickiest  of  problems.  It  would  undoubtedly  antagonize  hia 
farther  if  any  of  our  investigation  efforts  became  known  to  him. 

•  •  .  t  ...  4  k  •  •—  »  *»-*<-  ••  — 

« «.  *  S  «•••  — —  •*•••*  •  —  r  ••• 

Project  purpose:  To  obtain  a  means  of  predicting  Armstrong's  activity 
in  such  a  way  that  there  is  no  possibility  of  backflash. 


Step*'Tj,  The  first  thing  we  need  to  do  is  to  locate  him.  Those  few 
people  who  know  where  he  is  probably  are  on  the  look  out  for  GO 
inquiries.  However,  he  is  going  to  have  to  get  a  job  soon  to  earn 
a  living,  by  law  he  must  notify  the  DMV  when  he  moves  -  he  might 
do  this,  and  there  are  other  things  like  that  which  can  be  checked 
and  which  may  give  us  his . location  once  he  starts  operating  in  the 
wog  world  again.  These  can  be  checked  once  we  get  his  birthday 
and  social  security  number.  These  should  be  available  from  his 
personnel  records  and  his  treasury  records.  So  the  steps  would  be: 
Telex  Flag  and  SU  to  locate  his  personnel  file  and  to  get  his 
ss  number  from  payroll  records. 

Use  this  data  to  check  DMV,  the  post  office,  or  any  other  source 
to  locate  him  in  a  way  that  he  would  not  be  aware  of  it. 


Step Go  through  his  files  and  folders  to  extract  the  names  of 
people  who  knew  him  and  who  are  still  well  connected  up  and 
completely  trustworthy.  Interview  these  people  to  find  out  who 
Gerry’s  close  friends  were  and  to"  see  if  he  had  any  relatives  in 
"this  area  (we  could  then  follow  up  to  see  if  he  might  be  staying 
with  them) . 


Step  3)  Determine  which  locations  would  be  likely  places  that 
Gerry  might  be  staying,  assuming  that  he  would  be  staying  with 
friends  or  relatives.  Check  these  out,  either  by  physical  surveillance 
or  other  means,  to  determine  if  he’s  there. 


Step  4)  Note  that  Gerry  had  tried  to  get  OVG  to  hire  him  as  a 
researcher  after  he  blew.  It  could  be  that  he  gave  a  PT  address 
to  OVG.  This  should  be  checked  out  by  going  through  the  proper 
people  who  have  a  line  to  OVG  to  see  if  this  can  be  done  or  if 
he  \as  it. 


Step  S)  Conditional:  If  GA  has  not  been  located  at  this  point 
by  doing  the  above  steps,  then  review  what  has  been  done  and 
work  out  further  actions  that  could  be  done  to  locate  him. 

Step  6)  Once  he  is  located,  determine  where  he  is  currently  working. 
This  may  entail  following  him  to  see  where  he  works. 

Step  7)  Once  it  is  established  where  he  works,  see  what  opportunities 
might  exist  there  for  setting  up  an  inquiry  line  from  an  apparent 
"wog*  angle.  He  might  not  be  expecting  that  at  all. 

Step  8)  Review  his  files  for  people* who  had  a  good  commline  with 
him  and  who  are  no  longer  on  staff,  and  who  would  be  trustworthy. 

Step  *9)  Once  the  list  of  candidates  has  been  selected  from  step  8 
above,  do  a  complete  check  on  these  people  (discreetly)  to  see 
what  their  current  status,  demeanor,  attitude,  etc.,  are  as  regards 
their  potential  willingness  to  help  us  on  this  cycle. 

Step  10)  Using  standard  and  discreet  recruitment  tech,  interview 
the  trustworthy  candidates  to  see  if  they  can  be  used  as  a  resource. 


-  more  - 


'  2  ’  v"° 

be  contacting  GA(  etc. 

Step  12)  Initiate  the  coniine  and  precede  from  there,  on  that 
line. 

Step  13)  Have  a  PT. inves tigation  done  on  Scott  Brown  ln 
Arizona  He  was  running  a  squirrel  group  there  and  may  have  some 
sort°of "group  going  thlt  could  be  entered  by  a  public  person  This 
needs  wbe  checked  out  either  via  LV  GO.  or  simply  by  siding 
a  c/la  resource  to  Phoenix  for  a  day  or  two. 

Step  14)  Conditional:  If  it  looks  like  an  entrance  point  can  be 
arranged  through  Scott  Brown  in  Phoenix,  this  will  have  *:0 
be  separately  targetted  out  and  persued.  Perhaps  we  could  get 
someone  connected  up  to  him  in  Phoenix  who  then  moves  to  LA  and 
connects  up  with  the  Brown  family  or  Gerry  here.  That  "'MJ*'* 
sufficiently  subtle;  GA  might  not  suspect  someone  from  pnoenix 
he  knows  we  don't  have  a  GO  there. 

Step  15)  Persue  the  potential  existing  line  that  might  be 
available  to  us  via  a  trusted  GAS  who  is  a  writer  and  who  is 
respected  by  Gerry.  This  would  require  some  reach  from  Gerry, 
though ,  as  he  might  be  suspicious  if  this  GAS  made  a  big  re 
for  him. 

Step  16)  If  the  product  has  not  been  achieved  at  this  point, 
review  the  steps  taken  so  far  and  debug  or  replan  as  needed. 


End. 


( 


l 
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15  "ul j  79  Vrlte  up  of  hit  conneetion  with  blown  »t aff  H uvy  PtctcIs*  Said  he  ki*«ed 
he  &  few  tines,  encouraged  her  to  handle  her  2D  problens  vlth  h  usband 
Toa  Francis-  When  it  appeared  the  v ls  adartemt  on  diTArceG  he  took  her 
to  Tijuana 


12  Aug  7?  Oefcry  1»  prcooted  to  Znslgn(  pror)  by  order  signed  by  IRH-  P1*C  Condition! 
order  3677 


30  Aug  7?  Shelly,  E  S«i-rices  Chief  write*  Gerry  ha*  not  handled  Brendsa  Black  yet- 

r*eryti*e  «he  la  sent  to  get  scnething  the  ipend*  a  Ion*  tin*  finding  it* 
^eybe  someone  else  thould  be  put  in  charge  of  LRH*s  (ear. 


6  Sept  79  Sign*  a  security  pledge  not  to  repeal  anything  about  the  Church**  con¬ 
fidential  actions  in  Calif  or  any  other  part  of  the  world. 


28  Spt  79 


oo2r£  SSithr7  Wen  * gooi  vorker  404  4lv*r’ 


2?  Sept79  Gerry  write*  to  Dir  I  L  R  and  lays  he  doesn't  want  to  be  on  any  justioa 
action*  for  a  while  a*  he  has  too  such  work  4  his  seniors  are  rwty,  *nd 
the  one  he  just  finished  caused  him  to  lose  too  such  allep-  making  driving 
dangerous* 


20  Oct  Gerry  is  the  chairman  on  a  coon  er  on  Becky  Pook. 


3  Hot  79  Couaendatica  froa  Jon  Harwich  for  handling  some  E  Eeno*  cycle*/ 


7  Wot  79  Ccnpliance  report  to  LRH  to  order  dated  2L  Sept  79-  to  work  out  a  soloutian 
so  the  w«t  areas  outside  the  house  don't  get  trached  in  cn  the  carpet** 

He  did  the  cycle-  getting  indoor  and  outdoor  carpet  mats- 

6  Dec  79  U*rry  request*  a  chit  frees  Acne  Tasicett  be  withdrawn.  Says  he  gare  incoaolet* 
data  to  his  seniors  and  upcst  s  were  cau*ed  as  a  result.  (  Aim  s«ys  this; 


Jan  60  Gerry  Blew  fro*  the  pur  if-  ao  ccslsl  te  the  C/S  at  all. 


1930  GERRY  ARMSTRONG'S  K AKE  IS  ON  A  LIST  OP  PEOPLE  WHOSE 

PARENTS  HAVE  GIVEN  SCIENTOLOGY  A  HARD  TIKE. 


Peb  16  50  EepcrtC  Commendation  chit)0  Proa  Dawn  Paeger  to  ^aurel  states  °erry  did 
a  lot  of  research  into  DIVP  BCXBPR*  Was  thanking  Laurel  for  her  help  at 
a  SEP  rrent.  Chit  sane  date  on  Gerry  (  Commendation)  state*  he  did  a 
lot  of  work  researching  LRH's  rolt  in  the  file-  Dire  Bcaber. 


7  Apr  8C  Jerry  got  off  an  ov  in  session  that  he  had  an  cut  2D  with  Li*  Lee. 

9  Apr  60  Does  lovers  on  first  dynaaic(  Doubt)  on  up. 

I  Apr  80  import  from  Uurel  SmIHybd-  iiji  he  did  docuaaatirtlon  on  the  paril-  Terr 
tho\irou*h-  it  back  on  the  biographical  material,  th*t  1 n  iaa  cun  be  doe* 
be  vaot*  to  -  recardlei*  of  order*,  H*  t*  now  auditing  oo  OT  I  fc  II-- 
wuico  te  til*  fir«t  cue  profMH  in  a  long  tie*.  Ee  elanSt  get  along 
with  Shirley  but  thl*  tot  eorted  out  whan  Laurel  threatened  to  throw  thee 
both  out  to  the  hall. 


£• 
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[Clhe  purported _ _ . _ , 

f  officer,  who  allegedly  authorized  *5 ' 
fired  police  I  sergeant  to  conduct.. 


t 


The  tapes  were  made'of  meetings 
in  Griffith  Pari  to  document  an  FBI. ; 
counterintelligeficV -program^ 

o03inc«  '"Hip'  'nliiirph  *th*'  release': 


.  invest!-;} 

m 

^  ^  ^  vij 

In  a  writtenAfelea3e/:the ‘ church  i 
claimed  that  videotape  jHffportedly  ] 

electronic  eavesdropping”  fnan  in-  ■  :  l 

Vestigation  of 'the  Church  of  Scien-  '•  •  Ingram  .were  part<of,  i  oh  ^ 
•••  >  “sting  operation  and  revealed 

"•  .■ ;"  ■.  bizarre,  multlgovemment-agency  K2.? 

Chief  Gates,  In  a  public  announce-  plot  designed  to  .take 'Over  the  -$oih;‘ 
?  y  inent,'said  the  alleged  Improper  act  •‘v  'trol/ broperty  and  e*seta”ix*f  rtoei 
of  Phillip  Rodriguez,  a  Northeast 
M  Area  officer, 'was  to  sign  a  letter  *«  «J£ 
believed  to  have  been  drafted  by  the 
1  /one-time  Hollywood  Sgt.  Eugene  M. 

Ingram,  now  a  private  investigator, 

^authorizing  Ing 
%*  ^yesdropplng.  * 

*  'Los  Angeles  Police  Department 
spokesman  Commander  William. 

Booth  said  the  LAPD's  internal  af¬ 
fairs  division  has  been  ordered  to 
.  make  a  thorough  investigation  of  the 
incident.  .  •  f  ^  s  ;  ~-“x 

Ingram  was  discharged  effective 
; :  ‘  Oct  31, 1980,  the  day  he  was  charged 
with  some  12  counts  of  wrongdoing 
involving  narcotics  suspects.  An 
LAPD  board  of  rights  found  Ingram 
guilty  of  six  of  the  counts  and 
recommended  his  dismissal  in 
January  of  1981,  but  the  discharge 
was  effective  on  the  date  he  was 
relieved  from  duty. 


Meanwhile,  a  statement  by  the 
Scientologists  places  Ingram  on  f.h-n 
side  of  the  church,  in  control  to 


►  +  %  4  •  r-A 

subject 

Rodriguez's  'purported  Involve- ; 
roent,  Gates  said,  /“It  has  come  jto  l 
my  attention  that  a  member  of  the  j 
LAPD,  v  cry  \f  ooli  s  hly  t  w  it  ho  u  t  $ 
proper  authorization  and  contrary  to  ^ 
the  policy  of  this  department,  sighed 
a  letter  to  Eugene  Milligram,  ^ 
believed  to  have^heen  drafted  by  * 
Ingram  himself.’’  V.  . 

The  letter  purports  “to  authorize 
Ingram  to  engage  in  electronic  *j 
eavesdropping,”  said  Gates.  “The  > 
letter,  along  with  all  the  purported  ? 
authorization,  is  invalid  and  is  not  a 
correspondence  from  the  Los  ’ 
Angeles  Police  Department. 

“The  Los  Angeles  Police  Depart¬ 
ment  has  not  cooperated  with  Gene 
Ingram  —  it  will  be  a  cold  day  in  hell 
when  we  do,”  Gates  continued. 

“I  have  directed  an  official  letter 
to  Ingram  informing  him  that  the 
letter  s.gned  by  Officer  Phillip 
Rodriguez  dated  Nov.  7, 1984  and  all 
other  letters  of  purported  authoriza¬ 
tions  directed  to  him  and  or  signed 
by  any  member  of  the  LAPD  are  in¬ 
valid  and  unauthorized,”  Gates  said. 
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DECLARATION  OF  BENT  CORYDON 

I,  Bent  Corydon,  declare  as  follows? 

1.  After  20  years  ac  a  Scieiitologist  I  severed  all  ties 
/ith  the  Church  of  Scientology  in  1982.  Immediately  thereafter 
le  was  sued  by  various  Scientology  entities  in  state  court  and 
thereafter  cross-claimed  against  them  in  an  action  captioned 
Lburch  of  Scientology  Mission  of  Riverside  v.  Corvdon  et  al. , 
Riverside  Superior  Court  No.  154129  ("Riverside  lawsuit"), 
although  that  lawsuit  was  dismissed  in  1909  and  is  now  on  appeal, 

has  been  sued  personally  four  other  times  by  Scientology  and 
ilea  my  own  lawsuit  i.n  19 SO  in  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court. 

2.  In  1984  I  became  acquainted  with  Michael  Flynn,  a 
often  attorney  then  representing  Gerald  Armstrong  in  a  case 
aptioned  ChurcjL.of _5c1lantoJLocry  of  California  v.  Armstrong.  LASC 
a?e  No.  420  153.  I  was  aware  that  Flynn  had  gained  national 
tominence  an  a  lawyer  representing  former  disaffected 
rtentologists  against  the  Church  of  Scientology.  I  spoke  and 
fried  with  Flynn  on  a  muiiber  of  occasions  during  the  Armstrong 
trial  and,  as  a  result  of  our  many  conferences  on  the  subject,  I 
aguested  that  Flynn  act  os  counsel  in  my  lawsuit  and  apply  for 
Emission  pjiq  Jiac.  vice  so  that  he  could  appear  as  counsel  of 
?coid  and  trial  counsel  in  that  lawsuit.  He  agreed  to  do  so 
•ovided  that  an  $18,000.00  retainer  was  paid  against  costs  of 
.tigation.  At  great  difficulty  I  managed  to  put  together  that 
'.ount .  Thereafter,  he  was  my  attorney  even  though  there  was  no 
•itten  agreement  and  my  associates  and  I  and  my  California 
torney  Dan  Olsen,  conferred  with  Mr.  Flynn  on  numerous 
casions  regarding  the  conduct  of  the  lawsuit. 
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In  March  of  19  35  Flynn's  application  to  appear  pro  hac 
was  denied.  There  was  no  discussion  regarding  rescission  of 
the  agreement  for  representation.  To  the  contrary,  Flynn  did  not 
return  the  retainer  and,  in  fact,  he  assured  me  and  my  associates 
that  he  would  continue  my  role  as  counsel.  In  addition,  he 
?tared  that  he  would  tak9  the  California  bar  exam  in  ample  time 
to  become  a  member  of  the  bar  prior  to  the  trial  of  the  'Riverside 
Lawsuit.  Based  on  my  discussions  with  him  I  knew  that  Flynn  was 
representing  a  number  of  California  residents  at  that  time  and 
:here  his  plan  to  take  the  California  bar  would  havo  been 
>rofessicnally  reasonable,  or  so  I  was  advised  at  the  time.  Mike 
'abb  also  stated  to  me  that  he  knew  of  the  plan  for  Flynn  to  take 
he  California  bar  and  both  he  and  flynn  expressed  no  doubt  that 
lynn  would  pass  it  and  be  able  to  try  the  case. 

4.  Flynn  misstates  both  the  substance  and  the  sequence  of 
omrounications  regarding  settlement  negotiations.  He  did  confer 
'ith  me  regarding  settlement  and  advised  roe  that  he  would  attempt 
o  get  a  settlement  for  me  during  the  negotiations  leading  to  the 
S8G  settlements,  I  did  authorize  him  to  settle  on  my  behalf. 

.s  to  efforts  by  my  California  attorneys  to  settle  the  lawsuit, 
hose  did  not  begin  until  after  I  had  retained  Girardi,  Keese  & 
r&ne  that  did  not  occur  until  after  Flynn's  withdrawal.  % 

5.  In  late  December  of  1986  or  early  January,  Flynn  called 
ia  to  inform  me  about  the  settlements  and  to  advise  me  that 
cientoiogy  did  not  want  to  settle  with  me  if  I  intended  to 
inish  and  publish  the  biography  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard  that  I  was 
riting.  He  also  told  me  that  his  own  settlement,  which  was 
egotiated  at  the  same  time,  required  that  he  withdraw  from 
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[representing  anyone  against  Scientology.  Therefore  he  could  not 
Jessie U  me  any  further  and  would  not  take  the  California  bar  exam. 
6.  Notwithstanding  these  agreements,  Flynn  deliberately 
.ieled  me  regarding  the  effect  of  the  settlements  attempting  to 
ersuade  me  that  he  would  not  be  impaired  by  the  terms.  He  - 
onsoled  me  by  telling  me  that  key  percipient  witnesses  regarding 
cientology  s  harassment  policies,  such  as  Armstrong,  Franks  and 
limcelf  would  be  available  to  testify  regardless  of  the 
^agreements .  He  also  said  that  that's  all  that  was  really  needed. 
Jke  many  other  ex-Scientologists  who  were  actively  interested 
nd/or  involved  in  the  litigation  against  Scientology  and, 
opefully,  the  exposure  of  Scientology  for  the  fraud  it  is,  I  had 
[idolized  Flynn  as  a  crusader  for  truth  and  Flynn  had  encouraged 
he  near  adulation  that  many  ex-Scientologists  expressed.  It  was 
inconceivable  to  ne  that  Flynn  would  have  injured  me  and 
specially  given  Flynn's  promises  that  all  would  turn  out  "okay", 

I  could  not  and  did  not  believe  that  Flynn  had,  in  fact,  greatly 

injured  me.  However,  I  did  not  acquiesce  at  any  time  in  his 

withdrawal . 

7i  After  denial  of  the  pro  liac  vice  application 
(1)  Flynn's  specifically  premised  that  the  denial  of  the  pro^hac.^ 
vies  application  would  not  affect  his  continued  participate?  as  \ 
counsel  in  the  Riverside  lawsuit;  (2)  Flynn,  in  fact,  represented' 
that  he  would  take  the  California  bar  exam  and  therefore  would 
surmount  the  denial  of  the  jqro  hac  yigg  application  and  be  able 
to  try  the  case;  (?)  Flynn  continued  to  consult  with  me  and  (4) 
Flynn  kept  the  retainer  that  had  been  paid  to  him  as  an  advance 
gainst  costs  and,  in  fact,  it  was  not  returned  to  me  until  after 
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the  December  1986  settlements* 

8.  As  for  damages,  they  are  numerous .  As  a  result  of 
Flynn's  withdrawal,  (1)  I  was  required  to  engage  other  counsel 
whose  fee  arrangements  were  much  more  costly,  (2)  the  new 
attorneys  had  little  of  the  wealth  of  documents  and  other 
evidence  which  Flynn  had  obtained  ever  the  years  and  which  could 
only  be  duplicated  or  re-created  at  great  cost,  (3)  witnesses  who 
otherwise  would  have  voluntarily  come  forward  at  the  time  of 
trial  or  in  related  litigation  Buch  as  Bill  Franks,  Jerry 
Armstrong,  Joycelyn  Armstrong  Cal lard  now  had  to  be  deposed  at 
great  cost.  In  addition,  even  if  his  other  clients  had  settled 
on  the  same  terms  as  exist,  Flynn's  participation  as  counsel 
(even  as  of  counsel  if  he  did  not  take  or  pass  the  California 
bar)  would  have  had  considerable  persuasive  effect  upon 
Scientology ' s  attorneys  and  settlement  potential  since  it  would 
have  been  unlikely  that  in  the  short  time  remaining  under  the 
five  year  dismissal  rule  any  other  attorney  could  have  developed 
sufficient  expertise  to  render  them  formidable  trial  adversaries. 
Myself  and  my  associates  sustained  injury  then  and  each  time 
witnesses  had  to  be  subpoenaed  because  of  their  fear  of 
cooperating.  We  sustained  injury  when  Flynn  filed  an  objection 
to  the  unsealing  of  the  Armstrong  files;  when  Flynn. sought  to 
avoid  deposition,  when  my  litigation  costs  and  attorney  were 
greatly  increased  by  Flynn's  withdrawal. 

9.  Flynn  deliberately  misled  me  regarding  the  impact  of 
the  settlements,  assuring  me  that  neither  he  nor  his  clients 
would  honor  the  requirement  of  refusing  to  testify,  and, 
misleading  me  into  believing  that  his  withdrawal  would  not 
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operate  to  my  detriment.  It  was  not  until  Bill  Franks 
deliberately  avoided  service  of  a  deposition  subpoena  while  he 
was  in  California  in  November  of  1989/  thus  requiring  me  to 
subpoena  him  in  Pennsylvania  and  incurring  the  tremendous 
additional  expenses  involved  in  an  out-of-otote  deposition  that  1 
became  aware  that  Flynn  had  deliberately  misled  me  regarding  the 
fact  and  impact  of  his  breach  of  duty. 


^  £"5 


JULtl  B91 


NCT  F6E.  PUBLICATION 
UNITED  STATES  COURT  OF  APPEALS 
FOR  THE  NINTH  CIRCUIT 


0ATKY  A  CATTfRSCH.  CtfM 
UA.  COURT  OP  APPEAL 


VICKI  J.  A2NARAN;  RICHARD  N.  ) 

A2NARAN,  ) 

) 

Plaintiff B*counter-  ) 

defendants-Appelleee,  ) 

) 

vs.  ) 

) 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  ) 

CALIFORNIA,  INC.,  ) 

) 

Defendant,  ) 

) 

and  ) 

) 

CHURCH  OP  SPIRITUAL  TECHNOLOGY ,  ) 


INC-;  RELIGIOUS  TECHNOLOGY  CENTER,  ) 
INC.;  AUTHOR  SERVICES,  INC.;  CHURCH) 
CP  SCIENTOLOGY  INTERNATIONAL,  INC.,) 

) 

Defendants-counter-  ) 

claimants-Appellants .  ) 

_ _ _ I _ ) 


NO.  90-55286 
D.C.#  CV-68-1785-JMI 


MEMORANDUM* 
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Appeal  froia  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  Central  District  of  California 
Janer  U.  I de&an ,  Distr.ict  Judge,  Presiding 

Argued  and  Submitted  May  8,  1991 
Pasadema,  California 


BEICPE:  TANG,  REINHARDT  and  WIGGINS,  Circuit  Judges. 

Vicki  and  Richard  Aznatan  are  former  high-ranking  members  of 
the  Churen  of  Scientology  { 'Scientology*' ) .  They  left  the  church 
under  circumstances  that  they  describe  as  involving  duress.  They 


*  This  disposition  is  not  appropriate  for  publication  and  may  not 
be  cited  to  or  by  the  courts  of  ".hie  circuit  except  as  provided  by 
9th  Cir.  R.  36-3. 


.filed  a  complaint  against  Scientology  alleging  false  imprisonment/ 
intentional  infliction  of  emotional  distress  and  other  tortious 
conduct.  Scientology  brought  a  motion  for  summary  judgment 
alleging  that  the  Amaror.s  had  signed  releases  relieving 
Scientology  of  any  further  liability  when  they  left  Scientology. 
The  district  court  denied  that  motion  and  a  subsequent  motion  for 
reconsideration  on  the  bacis  that  there  were  factual  questions  as 
to  the  validity  of  the  releases. 

Scientology  then  brought  the  instant  motion  for  a  preliminary 
injunction  to  prohibit:  (1)  the  continuation  of  this  lawsuit;  (2) 
dissemination  of  information  about  the  workings  of  Scientology; 
and  (3)  voluntary  assistance  of  the  Asnarans  to  third  parties 
ccnct/r.plating  litigation  against  Scientology.  Scientology  argued 
the; t  various  provisions  of  the  releases  entitled  it  to  this 
relief.  The  district  court  declined  to  grant  the  preliminary 
injunction .  Scientology  appealed.  We  affirm. 


g.TAMP>JftD  OP  REVIEW 

‘ 'Review  of  a  ruling  on  a  motion  for  a  preliminary  injunction 
le  "very  limited"'".  Pierson t .i nev  v .  Borg .  918  F.2d  793,  795  (9th 
Cir.  1990)  (quoting  Oakland  Tribune,  Inc,  v.  Chronicle  Publishing 
Co .  .  762  F . 2d  1374,  1376  (9tli  Cir.  1985)).  "A  grant  of  a 
preliminary  injunction  will  be  reversed  only  where  the  district 
court  abused  its  discretion  or  based  its  decision  on  an  erroneous 
legal  standard  or  clearly  erroneous  factual  findings." 

Dianontinev ,  918  F.2d  at  795. 


2- 


F.4/(p '  4 


jy_jgL  15.  '91  _Q?:41AM  PHOF  'GRFEi-il  ai5-453-561£ 


DISCUSSION 

We  first,  address  Scientology's  contention  that  the  district 
court  should  have  preliminarily  enjoined  the  litigation.  Although 
the  parties  have  raised  a  number  of  issues  regarding  the  first 
amendment '  a  '  protection  of  the  free  exercise  of  religion  and  its 
prohibition  against  the  establishment  of  religion,  as  well  as 
issues  relating  to  the  enforceability  of  the  waiver,  there  is-  a 
nosic  flew  in  Scientology's  position  which  makes  it  unnecessary 
for  us  to  reach  these  issues.  A  preliminary  injunction  is 
rprporfrrv  relief.  If  granted,  it  remains  in  effect  only  until  the 
district  court  renders  judgment  or*  the  merits  of  the  case  after 
trial.  5porte  Form,  Inc .  v.  United  Press  Int'l,  686  F.2d  750,  755 
(Sth  Cir.  .19  82).  Here,  however,  Scientology  seeks  to  enjoin  the 
case  from  proceeding  to  trial.  If  such  relief  were  granted  it 
would  necessarily  be  nem-.nent  relief  because  it  would  remain  in. 
effect  until  the  trial  is  completed  —  and  of  course  the  trial 
could  never  be  completed  because  it.  *ould  be  enjoined  from  ever 
taking  place.  Since  Scientology  has  not  demonstrated  that  it  is 
entitled  to  permanent  relief,  the  district  court  did  not  err  by 
denying  its  motion  to  enjoin  the*  litigation. ^  . 

We  next  address  Scientology's  claim  that  it  was  entitled  to  a 
preliminary  injunction  enforcing  the  confidentiality  and  non- 


We  do  not  suggest  that  such  relief  could  in  any  event  be 
obtained  through  the  vehicle  of  a  preliminary  injunction.  The 
appropriate  procedure  for  terminating  litigation  before  trial  is  a 
summary  judgment  notion.  Scientology  brought  Buch  a  motion  but 
the  district  court  denied  it,  and  subsequently  denied 
Scientology ' s  motion  for  reconsideration  of  its  decision.  Neither 
the  original  decision  nor  the  denial  of  the  reconsideration  motion 
Jaay  be  reviewed  on  an  interlocutory  appeal. 


assistance  provisions  of  the  releasee.  "At  a  minimum/  a  (party) 
seeking  preliminary  injunctive  relief  must  demonstrate  that  it 
will  be  exposed  to  irreparable  harm."  Caribbean  Marine  Servs.  Co. 
v.  Baldridge.  844  F.2d  868,  674  (1988);  gee  also  Los  Anoeles 
TKemorl aj  Col i seam __Congn ' n .  634  F.2d  1197,  1203  (9th  Cir.  1980). 

Scientology  argues  that  in  the  absence  of  a  preliminary 
injunction  enforcing  the  confidentiality  and  non-aseistance 
provisions  of  the  releases,  there  is  a  possibility  that  it  will 
suffer  irreparable  injury.  However,  the  releases  which  it 
provide  liquidated  damages  for  violation  of  these 
r>rovisiona .  Thus,  under  the  agreement  it  drafted,  any  injury  that 
would  result  from  a  breach  would  be  compensable.  Purely  monetary 
are  not  considered  irreparable.  See  Lvdo  Enterprises , 
lnc_._  v.,_City  of _Las  Vegas.  745  7. 2d  1211,  1213  (9th  Cir.  1984); 
gamDscn_.y Murray,  415  U.S.  61,  90  (1574)  ( "  'here  injuries, 
however  substantial,  in  terms  of  money,  time  and  energy 
necessarily  expended  ,  .  .  are  not  enough'”  to  constitute 
irreparable  injury)  (quoting  Virginia  Petrol eriT?)  -Libbers  Ass'n  v. 
Federal  _ Power  Coma'n.  259  F.2d  921,  925  {b.C,  Cir.  1958)). 

Nonetheless,  according  to  Scientology',  the  Aznarans  are 
judgment-proof,  and  ae  a  result  will  be  unable  to  provide  monetary 
compensation  for  a  breach.  Thus,  Scientology  argues,  this  ease 
provides  an  exception  to  the  general  rule  that  injuries  which  are 
compensable  in  money  are  not  irreparable.  We  note  initially  that 
even  if  the  Aznarans  were  judgment -proof,  that  would  not 
necessarily  entitle  Scientology  to  relief  in  this  case,  at  least 
in  the  absence  of  some  showing  that  their  financial  status  had 
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changed  fiince  the  waivers  were  prepared  and  signed.  Scientology 
was  apparently  aware  of  the  AunaranE '  financial  situation  when  it 
agreed  to  the  liquidated  d&rages  clauses  in  the  waivers  it  drafted 
and  now  invoices. 

Moreover,  the  district  court  made  a  factual  finding  that  the 
Aznarans  are  not  judgment-proof .  Scientology  contests  this 
finding  by  pointing  out  that  the  Aznarans  could  not-  afford-to  hire 
an  attorney.  However,  that  is  XiOt  necessarily  inconsistent  with 
their  ability  to  pay  whatever  judgment  might  ultimately  be 
rendered  against  them.  The  finding  that  the  Aznarans  are  not 
judgment- proof  is  not  clearly  erroneous,  and  the  determination 
that  Scientology  has  not  its  burden  with  respect  to  the 

irreparable  harm  issue  was  net  an  abuse  of  discretion. 

Finally,  the  Aznarans  argue  that  we  should  impose  sanctions 
against  Scientology  because  this  appeal  is  frivolous.  Fed.  R. 

--PP-  3 8 Scientology  has  presented  many  strong  arguments. 

Whole  these  arguments  were  unsuccessful ,  they  are  not  frivolous. 
The  request  for  sanctions  is  denied. 

The  judgment  of  the  district  court  is 


AFFIRMED. 
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TO  ALL  PARTIES  AND  THEIR  COUNSEL  OF  RECORD: 


PLEASE  TAKE  NOTICE  that  on  January  8,  1990  at  10:00  a.m. 
or  as  soon  thereafter  as  the  matter  may  be  heard  in  the 
Courtroom  of  the  Honorable  James  M.  Ideman,^-/  located  at  312 
N.  Spring  St.,  Los  Angeles,  California,  defendants/counter¬ 
claimants  will  and  hereby  do  move  for  a  preliminary  injunction 
against  plaint if fs/counter-defendants. 

This  Motion  is  based  upon  the  irreparable  injury  to 

: 

defendants  arising  out  of  the  Aznaran's  breach  of  release 
agreements  relating  to  the  instant  case.  Defendants  seek  a 
preliminary  injunction  enforcing  the  release  agreements  until 
this  Court  has  an  opportunity  to  finally  determine  whether 
plaintiffs’  claims  are  barred  by  the  agreements.  If  necessary, 
defendants  request  a  separate  evidentiary  hearing  on  the  issues 
raised  by  their  Motion  for  a  Preliminary  Injunction,  including 

questions  of  fact  concerning  the  validity  and  effect  of  the 

» 

releases  signed  by  plaintiffs. 

This  Motion  is  also  based  upon  the  complete  files  and 
records  of  this  case,  the  separately  filed  Memorandum  of  Points 
or.d  Authorities,  and  any  evidence  which  may  be  provided  at  oral 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

1/  Pursuant  to  the  standing  order  of  Judge  Ideman,  no  oral 
argument  is  heard  on  law  and  motion  matters  absent  a  further  and 
specific  order  setting  oral  argument  by  the  Court. 
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argument  or  at  an  evidentiary  hearing  of  such  hearing. 
Dated:  November  9,  1989  Respectfully  submitted, 
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I  am  employed  in  the  County  of  Los  Angeles,  State  of 
California.  I  am  over  the  age  of  eighteen  (18)  years  and  not  a 
party  to  the  within  action.  My  business  address  is  6255  Sunset 
Blvd. ,  Suite  2000,  Hollywood,  California  90028. 

On  November  9,  1989  I  caused  to  be  served  the  foregoing 
document  described  as  NOTICE  OF  MOTION  AND  MOTION  FOR  A 
PRELIMINARY  INJUNCTION  on  interested  parties  in  this  action  by 
placing  a  true  copy  thereof  enclosed  in  a  sealed  envelope  with 
postage  thereon  fully  prepaid  in  the  United  States  mail  at 
Hollywood,  California,  addressed  as  follows: 


Ford  Greene 

711  Sir  Francis  Drake  Blvd. 
San  Anselmo,  CA  94960-1949 


Executed  on  November  9 , 


r 
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Earle  C.  Cooley 
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PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT 

On  April  9,  1987,  long  before  the  commencement  of  this 
lawsuit,  the  parties  in  this  case  entered  into  mutual  releases. 
In  these  releases,  plaintiffs  renounced  any  and  all  claims  and 
causes  of  action,  both  known  and  unknown,  they  had  against 
defendants.  Plaintiffs  also  promised  to  maintain 
confidentiality  with  respect  to  their  experiences  with  the 
Church  of  Scientology  and  any  knowledge  or  information  they  had 
concerning  the  Church  of  Scientology  and  not  to  voluntarily 
participate  or  cooperate  in  other  proceedings  against 
defendants.  These  release  agreements  were  supported  by 
valuable  consideration  —  consideration  which  plaintiffs  to 
this  day  continue  to  retain  and  enjoy. 

Instead  of  fulfilling  their  end  of  these  release 
agreements,  however,  plaintiffs  have  flagrantly  and  repeatedly 
violated  their  promises.  Plaintiffs  commenced  this  lawsuit  and 
on  numerous  occasions  have  violated  the  confidentiality 
agreements.  Plaintiffs  have  given  lengthy  interviews  to  the 
Los  Angeles  Times  and  voluntarily  assisted  others  in 
litigation  against  the  Church.  (See  Declaration  of  Kendrick 
Moxon. )  Plaintiffs'  repeated  disregard  of  the  release 
agreements  has  irreparably  injured  defendants  and  will 
continue  to  do  so  unless  a  preliminary  injunction  is  issued. 

To  avoid  further  irreparable  injury,  defendants  seek  a 
preliminary  injunction  enforcing  the  release  agreements  until 
this  Court  has  an  opportunity  to  finally  determine  whether 
plaintiffs'  claims  are  barred  by  the  agreements.  If  necessary, 
defendants  request  a  separate  evidentiary  hearing  on  the  issues 
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raised  by  their  Motion  for  a  Preliminary  Injunction,  including 
questions  of  fact  concerning  the  validity  and  effect  of  the 
releases  signed  by  plaintiffs. 

Such  hearing  is  particularly  important,  because  this  Court 
indicated  at  a  status  hearing  in  this  case,  its  apparent  view 
that  defendants'  potentially  dispositive  motions  may  be  decided 
on  "whether  or  not  the  free  will  of  the  plaintiffs  was 
overborne"  by  defendants.  (Hearing,  July  17,  1989,  p.  lo.) 

An  evidentiary  hearing  on  the  issues  raised  by  the  Motion  for  a 
Preliminary  Injunction  will  put  an  end  to  plaintiffs'  practice 
of  asserting  the  conclusory,  self- serving  but  contradictory 
claims  of  "duress"  or  "brainwashing"  which  have  marked  their 
defenses  to  previous  motions.  (See  Defendants'  Motion  to 
Award  Sanctions  and  Attorneys'  Fees,  August  15,  1989,  passim; 
Defendants'  Reply  Memorandum  in  Support  of  Motion  for  Summary 
Judgment,  May  1,  1989,  at  3-5,  8-10,  17-21,  23-25,  29-30, 

35-36.) 

STATEMENT  OF  FACTS 

A.  The  Releases 

On  April  9,  1987,.  plaintiffs  Richard  Aznaran  and  Vicki 
Aznaran  ("plaintiffs")  left  their  staff  positions  with 
defendants.  At  that  time  plaintiffs  each  entered  into 
identical  Mutual  Release  Agreements  with  defendants 
(hereinafter  the  "Releases"  or  "agreements") .  Copies  of  these 
Releases  are  annexed  to  the  Moxon  Declaration  as  Exhibits  A 
and  B.  Pursuant  to  the  Releases,  plaintiffs  gave  up  "any  and 
all  claims,  demands,  damages,  actions  and  causes  of  action  of 
every  kind  and  nature,  known  or  unknown,  from  the  beginning  of 
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time  to  and  including  the  date  hereof,"  which  they  could  have 
asserted  against  the  defendants.  (Ex.  A  at  para.  3;  Ex.  B 
at  para.  3.)-^/  The  Releases  also  required  that  plaintiffs 
"maintain  strict  confidentiality  and  silence  with  respect  to 
[their]  experiences  with  the  church  of  Scientology  and  any 
knowledge  or  information  [they]  may  have  concerning  the  Church 
of  Scientology  ..."  (Ex.  A  at  para.  6C;  Ex.  B  at  para. 

6C.)  The  Releases  also  contained  a  covenant  not  to  sue.  (Ex. 

A  at  paras.  3,  6B;  Ex.  B  at  paras.  3,  6B.)  Finally, 
plaintiffs  promised  not  to  voluntarily  assist,  cooperate  or 
testify  in  any  proceeding  against  defendants,  unless  required 
to  do  so  by  lawful  process.  (Ex.  A  at  paras.  6E;  Ex.  B  at 
paras.  6E,  6F.) 

On  April  9,  1989,  plaintiff  Richard  Aznaran  executed  a 
separate  "Declaration  and  Release  of  Claims,"  concerning, 
inter  alia ,  his  employment  from  January  24,  1986  until 
April  1,  1987.  In  that  document,  he  released  "Norman  F. 

Starkey  individually  and  as  Trustee  of  Author's  Family  Trust, 
the  Estate  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  Author  Services,  Inc.  and  their 


1.  By  their  terms,  the  Releases  protected  the  Religious 
Technology  Center;  Church  of  Scientology  International;  Church 
of  Scientoiogy  of  California;  Church  of  Spiritual  Technology; 
all  other  Scientology  organizations  or  entities  as  well  as  the 
°“lcers/  agents,  representatives ,  employees,  volunteers 
!^terXv.d^eCt°r^'  successors,  assigns,  and  legal  counsel  of 
each  of  the  foregoing  organizations  or  entities;  Pat  Broeker 
and  Anne  Broeker  . . . ;  and  Author  Services  Incorporated  its 
officers,  agents,  representatives,  employees,  volunteers 

directors/  successors,  assigns,  and  legal  counsel; 
the  Estate  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  its  executor,  beneficiaries 
legal  counsel  and  employees;  Author's  Family  Trust,  its  ' 
trustees,  employees,  beneficiaries, _ and  legal  counsel.  Ex.  A 
at  para.  1;  Ex.  B  at  para.  1.  Such  releases  are  thus  binding 
as  to  all  defendants  in  the  instant  lawsuit.  Eustace  v 
Dgchter,  53  Cal.App.2d  726,  128  P.2d  367  (19423  (a  release 
binding  "all  persons"  is  valid  against  persons  not  specifically 
named  m  it) .  1 
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respective  employees,  agents,  attorneys,  heirs,  successors, 
alter  egos,  executors,  administrators  and  assigns  . . .  from  any 
and  all  debts,  demands,  claims,  causes  of  action  in  law  and  in 
equity,  liabilities,  costs  or  expenses  of  any  nature 
whatsoever,  known  or  unknown  ..."  (Ex.  C.) 

}  Plaintiffs  took  substantial  consideration  in  exchange  for 
these  releases,  including  a  $20,000  loan  on  very  favorable 
terms.  The  principal  need  not  be  repaid  at  all  for  ten  (10) 
years.  The  interest  is  only  five  percent  (5%) ,  and  need  be 
paid  only  once  a  year.  To  this  day,  plaintiffs  have  failed  tc 
repay  this  loan  or  make  any  interest  payments,  despite  the  fact 
that  three  times  they  have  been  asked  by  written  notice  for 
interest  payments  due.  (Declaration  of  Mark  C.  Rathbun  at 
para.  13.)  No  interest  at  all  has  been  paid  for  1987,  1988  or 
1989.  This  loan  was  extremely  important  to  the  Aznarans,  as  it 
enabled  them  to  establish  themselves  in  Dallas,  Texas  and  to 
begin  a  new  business  there.  (Declaration  of  Mark  C.  Rathbun 
at  para .  7 . ) 

Plaintiffs  also  took  an  indemnity  against  all  civil  claims 
brought  against  them  arising  from  their  staff  positions  within 
the  Church  of  Scientology  and  Religious  Technology  Center. 

This  indemnification  clause  alone  was  of  considerable  value  tc 
plaintiffs.  Vicki  Aznaran  has  been  named  as  a  defendant  in  twc 
separate  lawsuits.  Defendants  honored  their  indemnity 
agreement  in  both  cases.  In  one  case,  damages  of  over  one 
billion  dollars  are  sought.  Defendants  obtained  a  dismissal  of 
the  two  defendants  served  at  that  time.  (Ex.  D.)  In  the 
second  case,  in  November  1988,  Vicki  Aznaran  was  named  in  a 
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and  Aznaran,  et  al..  Circuit  Court  of  the  Seventeenth 
Judicial  District,  Broward  County  Florida,  No.  88-30050  CZ. 
(See  Ex.  E.)  Defendants  moved  to  dismiss  and  successfully 
negotiated  the  dismissal  of  that  case  on  January  5,  1989. 

(Ex.  F.)  Defendant  obtained  these  dismissals  at  considerable 
expense,  for  the  benefit  of  all  named  defendants,  including 
Vicki  Aznaran. 

Vicki  Aznaran  has  testified  that  this  indemnification  was 
important  to  her: 

Q.  One  of  the  things  is  in  this  release  ...  is  an 
agreement  by  the  Church  to  indemnify  you  . . .  That 
was  a  matter  of  some  importance  to  you  to  have 
that  protection,  wasn't  it? 

A.  It  seems  that  I  discussed  that. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  you  knew  that  you  had  been 
named  as  a  defendant  in  the  FAIR  suit? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  But  that  you  hadn't  been  served  yet  and  if  you 
were’  served,  you  certainly  wanted  to  be  defended 
and  didn't  want  to  be  exposed  to  liability? 

A.  That's  right. 

(Ex.  G.  at  pp.  1119-1120.) 

In  addition,  the  conduct  of  both  the  Aznarans  amply 
demonstrates  that  the  indemnification  arrangement  was  important 
to  them.  As  they  were  leaving  the  Church,  they  both  expressed 
concerns  that  they  would  be  represented  by  counsel,  should  they 
ever  be  named  as  defendants  either  individually  or  along  with 
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any  other  Church  of  Scientology  in  any  legal  proceedings. 
(Declaration  of  Mark  C.  Rathbun  at  paras.  3,  8;  Ex.  H, 
Declaration  of  Lawrence  E.  Heller  at  para. 4.)  They  both 
expressed  the  desire  that  the  Church  arrange  for  Vicki's 
representation  in  the  on-going  case  of  Stansfield  v. 

Starkey ,  pending  in  the  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court. 
(Declaration  of  Mark  C.  Rathbun  at  para  3;  Declaration  of 
Lawrence  E.  Heller  at  para  4.)^/  Vicki  Aznaran  stayed  in 
contact  with  the  President  of  the  Religious  Technology  Center 
to  discuss  the  lawsuit,  as  a  part  of  the  Church's 
implementation  of  its  promise  to  indemnify  her.  (Declaration 
of  Mark  C.  Rathbun  at  paras.  5,  8.) 

The  Aznarans  will  undoubtedly  attempt  to  claim  that  the 
releases  are  invalid  because  they  were  allegedly  signed  while 
the  Aznarans  were  under  the  effect  of  so-called  "brainwashing” 
and  that  they  somehow,  "woke  up"  from  this  "brainwashing"  and 
filed  suit  as  a  result  of  the  harm  they  realized  they  suffered. 
,*r;ide  from  this  position  being  contrary  to  law  (See,  Section 
••  2  iL.fX.4)  /  this  position  is  completely  contradicted  by 
the  facts  in  this  case. 

The  facts  are  that  in  late  1987,  the  Aznarans  became  upset 
only  after  they  were  refused  permission  to  deliver  Scientology 
services  for  compensation  to  a  Dallas  area  parishioner  without 
first  completing  the  steps  required  to  be  taken  by  Church 

Numerous  other  benefits  were  offered  to  the  Aznarans  and 
accepted  by  them  as  part  of  their  leaving  of  the  Church.  The 
President  of  the  Religious  Technology  Center  assisted  the 
Aznarans  in  establishing  a  private  investigator's  business  in 
Texas  and  arranged  for  the  sale  of  the  Aznarans'  horse. 
(Declaration  of  Mark  C.  Rathbun  at  paras.  4,  6,  9.) 
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policy  for  the  Aznarans  to  become  active  Church  members.  This 
disagreement  was  exacerbated  by  former  Church  counsel,  Joseph 
Yanny,  in  early  1988  when  he  sought  the  Aznarans*  assistance 
in  his  attempt  to  extort  money  from  the  Church.  (Declaration 
of  Hark  C.  Rathbun  at  paras.  10  -  15,  17.) 

-  Thus,  it  is  clear  that  the  idea  to  sue  the  Church  only 
came  about  through  contacts  with  Joseph  Yanny,  a  disgruntled 
former  Church  counsel.  The  Aznarans'  claims  of  "duress"  and 
"brainwashing"  are  a  sham.  The  only  duress  present  between  the 
Aznarans  and  the  Church  were  the  extortionate  threats  made  by 
the  Aznarans. 

Plaintiffs  have  at  no  time  rescinded  their  releases  of 
defendants.  Plaintiffs  never  offered  to  restore  the 
consideration  they  received.  Instead,  plaintiffs  continue  to 
accept  and  enjoy  the  benefits  of  their  bargain  with  defendants, 
while  flagrantly  violating  their  obligations  under  the 
agreement. 

B .  Plain  v  Viol  at  ions  of  the  Release  Agreements 

Plaintiffs  have  repeatedly  and  flagrantly  violated  the 
release  agreements.  First,  they  commenced  this  lawsuit,  in 
violation  of  the  covenant  not  to  sue.  Second,  they  blatantly 
disregarded  their  promises  not  to  divulge  information  about 
their  experiences  while  members  and  staff  of  the  Church  of 
Scientology  and  not  to  cooperate  or  appear  voluntarily  in  other 
proceeding  against  the  Church. 

Plaintiffs  met  several  times  with  Joseph  Yanny,  a  former 
attorney  for  the  Church  who  is  now  in  litigation  with  the 
Church  over  his  improper  billings  of  the  Church  and  his 
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breaches  of  his  fiduciary  and  attorney-client  relationship  with 
the  Church.  (Declaration  of  Kendrick  Moxon  at  paras.  5,  6.) 
These  meetings  occurred  between  March  18,  1988  to  March  31, 
1988.  Plaintiffs  discussed  with  Yanny  this  lawsuit,  the  nature 
of  their  claims,  their  statute  of  limitations  problems  and 
other  issues.  They  also  discussed  strategy  with  Yanny,  and 
each  provided  the  other  with  what  they  knew  about  defendants ' 
approaches  to  litigation  and  how  to  exploit  what  they  perceived 
as  weaknesses  in  these  approaches.  These  breaches  of 
obligations  to  defendants  by  the  Aznarans  were  designed  to 
assist  Yanny  in  his  litigation  against  the  Church  and  Yanny 's 
breaches  of  his  attorney-client  obligations  to  defendants  were 
designed  to  assist  the  Aznarans  in  the  instant  action. 
(Declaration  of  Kendrick  Moxon  at  para.  6.) 

In  June  of  1988,  plaintiffs  again  breached  their  agreement 
to  maintain  confidentiality  by  meeting  for  over  eight  hours 
with  two  Los  Angeles  Times  reporters  and  discussing  their 
experiences  with  various  of  the  defendants,  including  the 
Religious  Technology  Center,  both  real  and  imagined.  (See 
Declaration  of  Kendrick  Moxon,  Exhibit  G  thereto;  Depo.  of 
Vicki  Aznaran  at  48-59,  55;  Ex.  I,  Depo.  of  Richard  Aznaran 
at  222-23.)-^ 

The  Aznarans  also  called  and  met  with  Bent  Corydon, 

2~.  The  Aznarans '  meeting  with  the  Los  Anaeles  Times  was  a 
result  of  a  threat  made  by  Joseph  Yanny  against  defendants. 

Yanny  threatened  defendants  that,  if  they  did  not  drop  their 
lawsuit  against  him,  he  would  himself  go  to  the  LA  Times.  When 
defendants  proceeded  with  their  litigation  against  Yanny  for  his 
breaches  of  his  fiduciary  duty,  Yanny,  who  had  been  working 
closely  with  the  Aznarans,  sent  the  Aznarans  instead. 
(Declaration  of  Mark  C.  Rathbun  at  para.  17.) 


9- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


another  litigant  against  the  Church,  and  discussed  with  him 
their  version  of  experiences  with  the  Religious  Technology 
Center  and  other  Church  entities.  These  discussions  occurred 
during  the  time  that  Corydon  was  involved  in  litigation 
against  RTC  and  others.  Vicki  Aznaran  has  also  voluntarily 
authored  various  declarations  and  affidavits  (5  in  total)  for 
use  in  that  Corydon  lawsuit  and  in  another  lawsuit  brought  by 
Corydon  against  various  Churches  of  Scientology.  The  most 
recent  affidavit  was  executed  on  September  29,  1989. 
(Declaration  of  Kendrick  Moxon  at  paras.  8,  9,  10.) 

In  another  case  as  well,  RTC  v.  Robin  Scott/Larrv 
Wollersheim.  Case  Nos.  CV  85-711  JMI  85-7197  JMI,  Vicki 
Aznaran  voluntarily  met  with  parties  in  litigation  against  the 
Church  in  June  1988  and,  in  October,  1988,  voluntarily  filed  a 
declaration  which  contained  statements  and  allegations  in 
violation  of  her  release  agreement  with  defendants  herein.  In 
this  declaration,  Vicki  Aznaran  described  the  chronology  of  her 
purported  experiences  while  a  member  and  staff  member  of 
different  Churches  of  Scientology.  (Declaration  of  Kendrick 
Moxon  at  para.  11.) 

These  breaches  of  the  release  agreements  have  caused 
irreparable  harm  to  defendants.  In  addition  to  forcing 
defendants  to  expend  enormous  resources  in  defending  this 
action,  defendants  are  injured  by  the  disclosure  of  information 
plaintiffs  learned  while  they  were  in  a  fiduciary  relationship 
to  defendants,  including  material  protected  by  the 
/// 

/// 
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attorney-client  privilege.^  All  of  these  disclosures  were 
blatantly  violative  of  the  release  agreements. 

ARGUMENT 

I. 

DEFENDANTS  ARE  ENTITLED 
TO  A  PRELIMINARY  INJUNCTION 

In  this  Circuit,  a  preliminary  injunction  is  available  to 
party  who  demonstrates  either: 

(1)  a  combination  for  probable  success  and  the 
possibility  of  irreparable  harm,  or  (2)  that 
serious  questions  are  raised  and  the  balance  of 
hardships  tips  in  its  favor.  'These  two 
formulations  represent  two  points  on  a  sliding 
scale  in  which  the  required  degree  of  irreparable 
harm  increases  as  the  probability  of  success 
decreases. ' 


4.  From  about  1972  to  1987,  Vicki  Aznaran  was  a  member  of  the 
staff  of  one  or  another  Church  of  Scientology.  Ex.  G, 
Deposition  of  Vicki  Aznaran  at  340-41,  979.  'in  or  about  1978, 
Vicki  Aznaran  joined  the  Sea  Org,  a  fraternal  and 
ecclesiastical  organization  within  the  religion. 

Vicki  rose  in  responsibility  during  her  tenure  with  the 
Church  and  her  membership  in  the  Sea  Organization,  until  in  May 
of  1985  she  assumed  the  responsibilities  of  Inspector  General 
of  the  Religious  Technology  Center  ("RTC") .  Ex.  G  at  p.  1003. 
This  position  was  one  of  the  highest  ecclesiastical  positions 
in  the  religion,  as  the  RTC  was  responsible  for  preserving  the 
integrity  of  the  religious  practices  of  the  organized  churches 
of  Scientology  in  accordance  with  the  scriptural  works  of  the 
Founder  of  the  religion.  (Ex.  G  at  p.  218-220.) 

Vicki  Aznaran  has  testified  that,  as  the  head  of  RTC,  Vicki 
had  overall  responsibility  for  all  the  legal  affairs  of  RTC. 
Vicki  had  the  final  approval  on  pleadings  and  papers  filed  in 
RTC _ litigation,  and  regularly  worked  with  RTC  attorneys  on  both 
litigation  and  non-litigation  matters.  (Exhibit  J,  Vicki 
Aznaran  Declaration,  August  9,  1988,  paras.  3,  8.) 


Arcamuzi  v.  Continental  Air  Lines.  819  F.  2d  935,  937  (9th 
Cir.  1987)  ,  erupting  from  Oakland  Tribune.  Inc.,  v. 

Chronical  Publishing  Co..  762  F.2d  1374,  1376  (9th  Cir. 

1985)  . 

Under  either  of  the  standards  articulated  above, 
defendants  are  entitled  to  a  preliminary  injunction. 

Defendants  have  raised  more  than  serious  questions  about 
whether  the  release  and  waiver  agreements  bar  the  Aznarans  from 
prosecuting  this  lawsuit  and  from  violating  the  confidentiality 
and  non-disclosure  provisions  of  their  agreements  with 
defendants.  Indeed,  defendants'  showing  on  the  merits  meets 
the  probable  success  prong  of  the  standard. 

Further  it  is  indisputable  that  defendants  have  been 
harmed  by  plaintiffs'  violations  of  the  agreements  and,  in  the 
absence  of  preliminary  injunctive  relief,  that  defendants  will 
suffer  further  irreparable  harm.  Plaintiffs,  by  contrast,  will 
suffer  no  harm  from  any  delay  occasioned  by  a  determination  of 
the  enforceability  of  the  releases  prior  to  any  further 
litigation  of  the  merits  of  the  case. 

A.  Defendants  Are  Likely  to  Succeed 
In  Demonstrating  That  The  Release 
And  Waiver  Agreements  Are  Enforceable 
Plaintiffs  received  valuable  consideration  in  exchange  for 
their  waivers  of  potential  claims  and  their  agreements  to 
maintain  confidentiality.  The  agreements  were  entered  into 
knowingly  and  willingly  by  plaintiffs,  or  at  most,  were 
voidable  and  have  been  repeatedly  ratified  by  plaintiffs' 
conduct.  These  agreements  on  their  face  prohibit  plaintiffs 
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from  prosecuting  the  claims  set  forth  in  their  complaint,  and 
from  disclosing  information  and  volunteering  as  witnesses  in 
other  litigation  against  defendants. 

1 .  The  Releases  are  Valid  and  Enforceable 

The  Releases  signed  by  plaintiffs  are  valid  and 
enforceable  under  California  law.  Since  the  Releases  are  in 
writing,  they  are  valid  even  absent  consideration.  See 
Cal. Civil  Code  §  1541  ("An  obligation  is  extinguished  by  a 
release  therefrom  given  to  the  debtor  by  the  creditor,  upon  a 
new  consideration,  or  in  writing,  with  or  without  new 
consideration").  See  also  Tenzer  v.  Superscooe.  39 
Cal. 3d  18,  31  n.  7,  216  Cal.Rptr.  130,  137  n.7  (1985) 

("Civil  Code  Section  1541  permits  the  extinction  of  an 
obligation,  unsupported  by  considerations,  provided  that  the 
release  is  in  writing") . 

Moreover,  the  plaintiffs  received  consideration  for 
executing  the  Releases.  Defendants  promised  to  indemnify 
plaintiffs  against  claims  based  on  plaintiffs’  association 
with  the  Church  of  Scientology.  (Ex.  A  at  para.  2.)  This 
promise  was  particularly  valuable  to  Vicki  Aznaran,  since  at 
the  time  the  Releases  were  executed,  Vicki  Aznaran  had  been 
named  as  a  defendant  in  a  lawsuit  that  had  been  brought  against 
the  Church  of  Scientology.  See  pp.  4  and  6  supra.  Richard 
Aznaran  was  paid  $1,040.90  as  full  settlement  for  personal 
property  belonging  to  Richard  Aznaran  which  had  been  destroyed 
in  a  fire  and  $387.37  in  wages  owed  to  Richard  Aznaran.  (Ex. 

C  at  paras.  C  and  D.)  And,  as  noted  above,  defendants  also 
gave  plaintiffs  a  loan  of  $20,000  on  extremely  favorable 
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terms 

Finally,  it  should  be  noted  that  the  two  identical  Releases 
(Exhibits  A  and  B)  are  mutual.  Defendants  released  the 
Aznarans  from  any  and  all  claims  "of  every  kind  and  nature, 
known  or  unknown,  for  or  because  of  any  act  or  omission 
allegedly  done  by  plaintiffs  from  the  beginning  of  time  to  and 
including  the  date  of  execution."  (Ex.  A  at  para.  4;  Ex.  B 
at  para.  4.)  As  the  former  president  of  RTC,  removed  from  her 
position  because  of  her  misfeasance  in  office,  Vicki  had 
substantial  potential  liability.  The  mutuality  of  the  Releases 
thus  conferred  substantial  benefit  and  consideration  to 
plaintiffs . 

2.  At  Host,  The  Releases  Were  Voidable? 

Since  Plaintiffs  Have  Repeatedly  Ratified 
The  Releases.  They  Are  Enforceable 
Defendants  submit  that  plaintiffs  signed  the  releases 
completely  free  of  any  sort  of  coercion,  undue  influence,  duress 
or  mistake.  See  Defendants'  May  8,  1989  Reply  Memorandum  Ir 
Support  of  Motion  for  Summary  Judgment  at  pages  15-36.  In  its 


5.  Although  the  Releases  signed  by  plaintiffs  do  not  recite 
the  twenty . thousand  dollar  ($20,000)  loan  as  part  of  the 
consideration  for  the  Releases,  the  Loan  Agreement  and  the 
Releases  were  signed  contemporaneously.  Moreover,  both  the  loan 
agreement  and  the  Releases  concerned  the  same  subject  matters: 
the . documents  were  to  terminate  the  connections  between  the 
plaintiffs  and  the  Church  of  Scientology.  California  Civil  Code 
§  1642  states  that  agreements  "relating  to  the  same  subject 
matter  and  executed  as  parts  of  substantially  one  transaction 
are  to  be  construed  together  as  one  contract."-  Huckell  v. 

Matranga ,  99  Cal.App.3d  471,  481,  160  Cal.Rptr.  177,  183 
(1979)  (citations  omitted) .  Accord.  IMP  Development  Coro. 

V.  Dow  Corning.  135  Cal.App.3d  451,  463,  185  Cal.Rptr. 

341,  348  (1982) .  Thus,  the  Loan  Agreement  and  the  Releases 
must  be  read  as  one  contract,  and  the  loan  is  clearly 
consideration  for  plaintiffs'  Releases. 

-14-  .  .. 

. 

j 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


25,  1989  Order  Denying  Defendants'  Motion  for  Summary 
Judgment,  this  Court  decided  that  there  are  issues  of  fact  as  to 
whether  plaintiffs  consented  to  the  release  and  waiver 
agreements.  Defendants  respectfully  disagree  and  submit  that, 
at  most,  the  Releases  were  voidable,  not  absolutely  void. 
Cal.Civ.Code  §§  1566,  1567. This  distinction  means  that 
the  allegedly  wronged  party  must  act  in  a  timely  and  affirmative 
manner  to  rescind  a  voidable  contract.  The  allegedly  wronged 
party  can  also  ratify  a  voidable  contract  by  his  or  her 
subsequent  conduct,  as  plaintiffs  have  done  in  this  case. 

Cal. Civ.  Code  §  1588.  However,  the  point  to  determine  these 
questions  is  now,  in  the  context  of  a  full  evidentiary  hearing, 
prior  to  continuing  any  further  in  this  case. 

Only  in  rare  situations  where  fraud  or  duress  goes  to  the 
inception  or  execution  of  the  agreement,  so  that  the  promissor 
is  deceived  as  to  the  very  nature  of  his  act,  and  actually  does 
not  intend  to  enter  into  a  contract  at  all,  is  the  contract 
void.  1  witkin,  Summary  of  California  Law  (Ninth  Ed.)  Contracts 
§§  405,  417  (1987).  Thus,  for  example,  in  Mever  v.  Haas. 

I 

_ 

6.  Cal.  Civ.  Code  §  1586  states: 

A  consent  which  is  not  free  is  nevertheless  not 
absolutely  void,  but  may  be  rescinded  by  the 
parties,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Chapter 
on  Rescission. 

Section  1567  states: 

An  apparent  consent  is  not  real  or  free  when 
obtained  through: 

9.  Duress 

10.  Menace 

11.  Fraud 

12.  Undue  influence;  or 

13.  Mistake 
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126  Cal.  560,  583,  58  P.  1042  (1899),  plaintiff  who  could  not 
read  English,  signed  a  release  relying  on  the  representation  of 
his  agent,  who  also  acted  as  agent  for  the  adverse  party,  that 
the  instrument  actually  was  a  receipt.  The  court  held  the 
release  void. 2/ 

.  As  this  Restatement  analysis  shows,  plaintiffs'  Releases 
were,  at  most,  voidable  and  not  absolutely  void. 

Plaintiffs  here  were  quite  well  aware  of  the  nature  of  the 
documents  they  were  signing.  In  his  deposition,  Richard 
Aznaran  testified  that  he  knew  he  was  signing  a  release  in 
favor  of  the  Church.  Plaintiffs'  Exhibit  C  in  Opposition  to 
Summary  Judgment  ("PI.  Ex.  C")  at  154,  190.  He  further 


7.  The  Restatement  of  Contracts  (Second)  §§  174-175  makes 
this  distinction  clear.  Section  174  provides: 

If  conduct  that  appears  to  be  a  manifestation  of 
assent  by  a  party  who  does  not  intend  to  engage  in 
that  conduct  is  physically  compelled  by  duress, 
the  conduct  is  not  effective  as  a  manifestation  of 
assent. 

The  Restatement  gives  the  following  example  of  this 
"relatively  rare  situation":  B  refuses  to  sign  a  contract.  A 
grabs  B's  hand  and  compels  B  by  physical  force  to  write  his 
name.  B's  signature  is  not  effective  as  a  manifestation  of  his 
assent,  and  there  is  no  contract.  Plaintiffs  do  not  allege  any 
facts  showing  that  this  sort  of  force  or  duress  occurred  here. 

Restatement  §  175(1)  describes  the  sort  of  duress  that 
renders  a  contract  voidable: 

If  a  party's  manifestation  of  assent  is  induced  by 
an  improper  threat  by  the  other  party  that  leaves 
the  victim  no  reasonable  alternative,  the  contract 
is  voidable  by  the  victim. 

Comment  b  to  §  175(1)  states  that,  to  render  a  contract 
voidable,  there  must  have  been  threats  which  "arouse  such  fear 
as  precludes  a  party  from  exercising  free  will  and  judgment  or 
that  [are]  such  as  would  induce  assent  on  the  part  of  a  brave  or 
a  man  of  ordinary  firmness." 
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testified,  "I  can  recall  signing  a  release  which  contained  many 
of  these  same  type  of  provisions:  although  he  alleges  that  he 
does  not  recall  the  exact  provisions  of  the  release  he  signed. 
Id.  at  58.  Vicki  Aznaran  testified,  "I  signed  a  whole  stack 
of  documents  the  day  I  left  that  I  did  not  thoroughly  read"  but 
that  there  was  a  release  which  she  "skimmed  over."  (PI.  Ex.  D 
at  483-87.)  She  testified  that  she  was  completely  aware  she  was 
signing  a  release  but  that  she  "didn't  pay  a  whole  lot  of 
attention  to  that  release."  Id.  at  898-99.  Thus,  there  is 
no  dispute  that  both  plaintiffs  were  entirely  conscious  of  the 
fact  that  they  were  signing  releases  in  which  they  promised  not 
to  sue  the  Church  and  to  maintain  confidentiality. 

Plaintiffs  were  completely  aware  of  the  nature  of  their 
agreements  and  fully  understood  them.  Vicki,  for  example, 
became  employed  at  a  law  firm  in  Dallas  shortly  after  her 


8.  Plaintiffs  further  testified  that  they  both  were 
sophisticated  in  legal  matters  and  familiar  with  releases. 
Richard  Aznaran  testified  that  he  was  familiar  with  mutual 
release  agreements.  He  previously  had  seen  the  same  type  of 
release  agreement  he  signed,  and  had  read  and  discussed  releases 
generally  with  others  before  he  signed  his  release  of 
defendants.  Ex.  I  at  132-133.  Vicki  Aznaran  testified  that, 
while  a  member  of  Scientology,  she  had  significant  experience 
with  defendants'  legal  affairs: 

As  president  of  RTC  ...  I  attended  many  meetings 
concerning  the  numerous  legal  actions  involving 
Scientology.  During  this  time  period,  I  had 
personal  access  to  all  legal  documents  having  to 
do  with  RTC.  I  received  a  report  every  day  on 
my  computer  that  included  a  synopsis  of  each 
ongoing  legal  case  involving  Scientology.  I 
received,  or  so  I  was  told,  copies  of  every  major 
motion  filed  in  cases  involving  Scientology.  I 
was  on  the  "approval  lines"  for  legal  documents 
dealing  with  RTC. 

Ex.  J  at  paras.  8-10. 
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departure  from  the  Church  in  California.  (Declaration  of  William 
Neil  at  para  3.)  She  was  extemely  competent  legally,  and  at 
least  one  partner  in  the  firm  consistently  relied  upon  her 
expertise  in  competently  handling  legal  matters.  (Declaration  of 
William  Neil  at  para  4.)  Thus,  at  most,  the  releases  were 
voidable  and  not  absolutely  void. 

Plaintiffs  have  never  even  alleged  that  they  have 
rescinded  or  restored  the  consideration.  (Declaration  of  Mark 
C.  Rathbun  at  para.  16.)  Instead,  they  have  ratified  the 
releases.  As  a  matter  of  law,  plaintiffs'  continued  acceptance 
and  enjoyment  of  the  benefits  of  the  transaction,  well  beyond 
the  time  they  left  the  Church  and  beyond  the  time  they  claim  to 
have  been  under  the  Church's  influence,  as  a  matter  of  law 
constitutes  consent  to  and  ratification  of  all  obligations  of 
the  transactions,  including  the  releases.  Cal. Civ.  Code  § 

1589. 

The  test  of  ratification  by  conduct  is  whether  the 
allegedly  wronged  party,  with  knowledge  of  the  material  facts 
entitling  him  to  rescind,  engaged  in  unequivocal  conduct  giving 
rise  to  the  inference  that  he  or  she  intended  to  ratify.  The 
undisputed  actions  of  plaintiffs  here  as  a  matter  of  law  more 
than  constitute  ratification  by  conduct.  E.ct. . .  Union 
Pacific  R.  Co.  v.  Zimmer.  87  Cal.App.2d  524,  197  P.2d 
363,  368  (1948).  Plaintiffs  have  retained  and  used  the 
proceeds  of  a  $20,000  loan  which  was  part  of  their  settlement 
of  all  potential  claims  with  the  Church.  They  received  the 
benefits  of  defendants'  indemnification  agreement  in  two 
multi-million  dollar  lawsuits.  This  conduct  alone  has  been 
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held  sufficient  to  constitute  ratification.  Id. 

Plaintiffs  are  attempting  to  "have  it  both  ways."  They 
retain  the  consideration  they  received  from  the  Church's  attempt 
to  avoid  the  effect  of  their  releases  of  the  Church.  California 
courts  have  rejected  this  type  of  self-serving  approach: 
is  axiomatic  that  in  such  an  instance  the 
entitled  party  must  rescind  th.e  entire  contract 
and  may  not  retain  the  rights  under  it  which  he 
deems  desirable  and  repudiate  the  remainder.  The 
rationale  underlying  the  rule  is  that  retention  of 
only  the  benefits  constitutes  unjust  enrichment 
and  binds  the  parties  to  terms  not  contemplated 
within  the  agreement. 

IMP  Development  Corp.  v.  Down  Corning.  135  Cal.App.3d  at 
458,  185  Cal.Rptr.  at  345  (citations  omitted).  Under 
California  law,  a  settlement  agreement  may  not  be  rescinded 
♦  E . q .  .  Larsen  v.  Johannes.  7  Cal.App.3d  491, 

503,  36  Cal.Rptr.  744,  751  (1970).  Plaintiffs  never 
rescinded  their  settlement  agreement  with  the  Church,  have  not 
restored  the*,  benefits  they  received,  and  instead  have  ratified 
the  releases. 

3.  The  Releases  Bar  Plaintiffs  From 
Discussing  Their  Experiences 
With  the  Church  And  From 
Volunteering  To  Be  Witnesses 
Against  The  Church 

A  release,  like  any  other  contract,  is  to  be  interpreted 
according  to  its  terms.  Yena  Sue  Chow  v,  Levi  Strauss  &  Co. . 
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49  Cal . App . 3d  315,  328  122  Cal.Rptr.  816,  823-24  (1975); 

Hof land  v.  Gustafson.  132  Cal. App. 2d  907,  909,  282  P.2d  1039 

(1955) .  If  the  terms  are  clear,  they  are  to  be  given  effect. 

Yenq  Sue  Chow  v.  Levi  Strauss  &  Co. ,  supra ;  Brae 

Transportation  Inc,  v.  Coopers  &  Lvbrand.  790  F.2d  1439, 

1443  (9th  Cir.  1986)  (applying  California  law) . 

♦ 

The  Releases  here  plainly  state  that  plaintiffs  will 
maintain  "strict  confidentiality  . . .  with  respect  to  [their] 
experiences  with  the  Church  of  Scientology  and  any  knowledge  or 
information  [they]  may  have  concerning  the  Church  of 
Scientology.  ..."  (Ex.  A  at  para.  6C;  Ex.  B  at  para.  6C.) 

The  Releases  also  explicitly  bar  plaintiffs  from  "voluntarily 
assist [ing]  or  cooperat [ing]  ...  in  any  proceeding  against  any 
of  the  Scientology  organizations,"  (Ex.  A  at  para.  6E;  Ex.  B 
at  para.  6E) ,  and  from  "testify [ing]  or  otherwise 
participat [ing]  in  any  ...  judicial  proceeding  adverse  to 
Scientology  . . .  unless  compelled  to  do  so  by  lawful  subpoena  or 
other  lawful  process."  (Ex.  A  at  para.  6F;  Ex.  B  at  6F.) 

These  promises,  which  are  completely  standard  settlement 
provisions  and  entirely  enforceable,  have  been  utterly  ignored 
by  plaintiffs.  See  pp.  8  to  12,  supra. 

4.  The  Releases  Bar  Plaintiffs  From 
Prosecuting  This  Lawsuit 

The  Releases  signed  by  plaintiffs  clearly  and  explicitly 
state  the  plaintiffs  "release,  acquit  and  forever  discharge  ... 
any  and  all  claims,  demands,  damages,  actions  and  causes  of 
action  of  every  kind  and  nature,  known  or  unknown,  from  the 
beginning  of  time  until  the  date  hereof."  (Exhibit  A  at  para.  3; 
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Exhibit  B  at  para.  3.)  See  also  Exhibit  C  at  para.  1.  By 
their  terms,  therefore,  the  Releases  bar  all  the  claims  asserted 
by  plaintiffs  insofar  as  they  arise  out  of  acts  occurring  before 
the  signing  of  the  Releases.  The  terms  of  the  Releases  bar 
plaintiffs'  tort  claims  as  well  as  their  contract  claims. 

See ,  e . q . .  Brae  Transp.  v.  Coopers  &  Lvbrand.  supra 
(breach  of  stock  purchase  agreement) ;  Donnelly  v.  Aver.  183 
Cal.App.3d  978,  228  Cal.Rptr.  764  (1986)  (attorney 
malpractice) . 

The  Releases  signed  by  plaintiffs  bar  all  of  the  instant 
claims,  known  or  unknown.  Where,  as  in  the  instant  case,  a 
releasor  also  knows  or  suspects  that  he  has  suffered  some  harm 
but  he  nevertheless  signs  a  full  release,  the  releasor  is  bound 
by  the  terms  of  the  release.  See  Cohn  v.  Buoas.  42 
Cal . App. 3d  381,  116  Cal.Rptr.  810  (1974);  Grebe  v.  McDaniel. 

265  Cal. App. 2d  901,  71  Cal.Rptr.  662  (1968);  Commercial  Ins. 

Co.  of  Newark.  New  Jersey  v.  Copeland.  248  Cal. App. 2d  561,  56 
Cal.Rptr.  794  (V%>7). 

The  plaintiff  in  Cohn  v.  Bugas,  supra .  had  been  injured 
in  a  car  accident  and  had  subsequently  executed  a  release.  At 
the  time  the  release  was  executed,  plaintiff  knew  she  had  a 
cervical  sprain.  A  year  later,  she  suffered  a  cervical  fusion 
arising  from  the  accident,  and  she  attempted  to  bring  suit.  The 
court  held  that,  because  plaintiff  knew  she  had  suffered  some 
back  problems  at  the  time  she  signed  the  release,  the  release 
barred  her  suit.  42  Cal. App. 3d  at  391,  116  Cal.Rptr.  at  817. 

The  plaintiff  in  Grebe  v.  McDaniel,  supra,  was  also 
injured  in  an  automobile  accident.  At  the  time  she  executed  her 


-21- 


1 

release,  she  was  aware  of  pain  in  her  neck  and  back.  She 

2 

claimed  to  be  unaware  of  the  full  seriousness  of  the  injuries. 

3 

however,  and  brought  suit.  The  court  held  that  the  release 

4 

barred  her  suit.  The  court  stated: 

5 

Here  plaintiff  knew,  at  time  of  release,,  of  the 

6 

general  nature  and  location  of  her  injury  and  of 

7 

continuing  effects  from  it.  Her  lack  of  detailed 

8 

knowledge  of  the  medical  terminology  applying  to 

9 

it,  and  of  the  specific  treatment  required,  is  not 

10 

enough  to  limit  the  bar  of  the  release. 

11 

71  Cal.Rptr.  at  663. 

12 

In  Commercial  Ins.  Co.  v.  CoDeland.  the  plaintiff 

13 

suffered  back  pains  about  a  month  after  a  car  accident.  Despite 

14 

! 

her  suspicions  that  the  car  accident  was  the  cause,  she 

15 

nevertheless  signed  a  release.  The  court  held  that  the  release 

i 

16 

barred  any  possible  cause  of  action  for  the  back  pain  because  of 

17 

her  mere  suspicion  that  the  back  pain  may  have  been  caused  by 

1 

18 

the  accident.  56  Cal.Rptr.  at  798. 

19 

Plaintiffs'  own  testimony  in  this  case  demonstrates  that  at 

20 

the  tine  they  signed  the  Releases,  they  .knew  of  each  of  the 

21 

claims  which  are  the  basis  for  the  instant  suit.  The  first 

22 

claim  is  that  Vic^i  Aznaran  was  falsely  imprisoned  during  the 

23 

time  she  was  at  Happy  Valley.  If  she  had  been  imprisoned, 

24 

surely  she  would  have  been  aware  of  it.  Vicki  Aznaran  testified 

25 

of  her  contemporaneous  knowledge  of  specific  alleged  events 

26 

concerning  this  purported  false  imprisonment.  Indeed,  Ms. 

27 

Aznaran  registered  complaints  to  Church  staff  concerning  the 

28 

conditions  at  Happy  Valley  at  the  time,  prior  to  signing  the 
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Releases.  Richard  Aznaran  also  testified  that  he  was  extremely 
upset  in  February  of  1987  when  he  learned  that  Vicki  was  at 
Happy  Valley.  (Exhibit  I  at  395-96.) 

Plaintiffs'  second  and  third  claims  are  for  alleged 
infliction  of  emotional  distress.  According  to  the  complaint, 
plaintiffs  suffered  such  alleged  distress  prior  to  the  execution 
of  the  Releases  and  with  knowledge  of  the  cause  of  such 
distress.  Ms.  Aznaran  testified  that  her  auditing  from  the 
Church  allegedly  caused  her  "psychological  trauma  or  distress" 
in  1976  and  that  she  attributed  two  weeks  of  sickness  to  this 
"trauma"  _at  that  time.  Ms.  Aznaran  also  testified  as  to  a 
number  of  persons  with  whom  she  discussed  her  alleged  "trauma" 
in  the  years  1976-1981,  including  her  husband  Richard. 

Similarly,  if  plaintiffs'  allegations  are  taken  at  face 
value,  the  plaintiffs'  fourth  claim  for  loss  of  consortium  must 
be  barred  by  the  Releases,  as  the  alleged  loss  occurred  prior 
to  the  time  plaintiffs  signed  the  Releases.  Vicki  Aznaran  has 
testified  that  after  April  1,  1987.  she  and  her  husband  could 
and  did  engage  in  sexual  relations  whenever  they  chose.  Ms. 
Aznaran  also  testified  that  at  the  time  than  Richard  was  posted 
in  San  Luis  Obispo  in  January  1986,  that  he  was  very  upset 
because  it  meant  that  they  would  be  separated.  Vicki  also 
testified  that  in  the  fall  of  1986  she  complained  and  discussed 
with  another  staff  member  that  she  considered  resigning  from  her 
position  as  Inspector  General  because  she  was  separated  from 
her  husband  too  long.  Thus,  when  the  Releases  were  signed,  the 
plaintiffs  were  aware  of  any  such  alleged  loss  of  consortium. 
Thus,  this  claim  is  barred. 
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The  fifth  cause  of  action  is  for  civil  conspiracy,  based  on 
the  actions  which  allegedly  gave  rise  to  the  first  four  causes 
of  action.  As  discussed  above,  plaintiffs  were  aware  of  the 
harm  allegedly  caused  by  these  actions  prior  to  the  signing  of 
the  Releases,  and  this  claim  is  barred. 

'  The  sixth  cause  of  action  for  fraud  is  again  based  entirely 
on  alleged  harms  arising  out  of  Scientology  practices  of  which 
the  plaintiffs  were  well  aware  prior  to  the  day  on  which  they 
signed  the  Releases.  Richard  Aznaran  testified  that  when  he  was 
on  staff  he  believed  that  the  Church's  goals  were  merely  to  make 
money  —  not  to  provide  spiritual  services  to  its  parishioners. 
Richard  also  testified  that  he  never  believed  in  the  goals  of 
the  Sea  Organization.  When  plaintiffs  signed  the  Releases, 
therefore,  their  purported  fraud  claim  was  fully  known  to  them. 
Indeed,  if  there  is  any  fraud,  it  was  perpetrated  by 
plaintiffs. 

The  Complaint's  Seventh  Cause  of  Action  for  breach  of 
contract  alleges  that  defendants  had  promised  to  provide 
"spiritual  or  psychological  services"  but  did  not  provide  such 
services.  Vicki  Aznaran  testified  that  she  told  a  number  of 
persons  in  1977  that  her  auditing  and  auditor  training  had 
caused  her  "psychological  trauma"  and  had  exercised  "undue 
influence”  over  her.  Plaintiffs  obviously  knew  whether  they 
were  provided  such  services  at  the  time  they  signed  the 
Releases.  Even  if  plaintiffs  were  arguably  oblivious  to  this 
claim  when  they  signed  the  Releases,,  the  Releases  would  still 
bar  the  prosecution  of  this  claim.  Indeed,  the  California 
courts  have  ruled  a  general  release  encompasses  all  contract 
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claims,  known  or  unknown.  Larsen  v.  Johannes.  7  Cal.App.3d 
491,  504-506,  86  Cal.Rptr.  744,  751-753  (1970). 

In  the  eighth  cause  of  action  for  restitution,  plaintiffs 
claim  to  be  dissatisfied  and  seek  a  refund  for  the  purported 
cost  of  all  Scientology  services  for  15  years.  As  noted  in  the 
preceding  paragraph,  Ms.  Aznaran  expressed  dissatisfaction  with 
her  auditing  as  long  as  10  years  ago.  Obviously,  plaintiffs 
must  have  been  aware  of  their  alleged  dissatisfaction  prior  to 
signing  the  Releases. 

Plaintiffs'  ninth  cause  of  action  concerns  alleged 
invasion  of  Vicki  Aznaran' s  privacy.  The  only  harm  alleged  in 
the  complaint  was  for  the  emotional  pain  allegedly  suffered  by 
Vicki  Aznaran  when  she  acknowledges  that  she  learned  of  the 
so-called  "invasions  of  privacy"  which  occurred  prior  to  her 
signing  a  Release.  Complaint  at  paras.  72-74.  Clearly, 
therefore,  the  Releases  bar  prosecution  of  this  claim  by  virtue 
of  admissions  on  the  face  of  the  complaint. 

The  tenth  cause  of  action,  alleging  non-payment  cf  minimum 
wages  and  overtime,  again  relates  to  actions  done  prior  to  the 
signing  of  the  Releases.  Ms.  Aznaran  testified  that  she  was 
aware  of  the  low  pay  on  staff  a  year  before  she  ever  joined 
Church  staff.  See  para.  19  of  the  Complaint.  Moreover,  the 
separate  Release  signed  by  Richard  Aznaran  specifically 
concerns,  among  other  things,  wages  paid  to  Richard.  (Ex.  C  at 
para.  D.) 

The  eleventh  cause  of  action  for  constructive  fraud 
basically  reiterates  the  fraud  claim  discussed  above,  but  adds 
that  the  allegedly  fraudulent  statements  induced  plaintiffs  to 

-25- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
27 


enter  a  fiduciary  relationship  with  defendants.  For  the  same 
reasons  that  the  fraud  claim  is  barred  by  the  Releases,  the 
constructive  fraud  claim  is  barred  by  the  Releases. 

5.  A  Preliminary  Injunction  Is  Appropriate 
To  Compel  Compliance  With  An  Agreement 
\  A  preliminary  injunction  is  properly  granted  to  compel 
compliance  with  an  agreement.  TNT  Marketing.  Inc,  v. 

Agresti,  796  F.2d  276,  278  (9th  Cir.  1986).  In  Federal 
Leasing  Inc,  v.  Underwriters  at  Llovds.  650  F.2d  495,  496 
(4th  Cir.  1981),  the  Fourth  Circuit  held  that  it  was  proper 
for  the  lower  court  to  enter  a  preliminary  injunction 
requiring  the  parties  to  comply  with  an  entered  settlement 
agreement.  Indeed,  courts  routinely  enter  preliminary 
injunctions  where  there  has  been  a  breach  or  threatened  breach 
of  contract.  Mississippi  Power  &  Light  Co.  v.  United  gag 
Pipe  Line  Co. .  760  F.2d  618  (5th  Cir.  1985);  Yearoin 
Construction  Company,  Inc,  v.  Parsons  &  Whittemore 
Alabama  Machinery  &  Service  Corp. .  609  F.2d  829  {5th  Cir. 

1980)  ;  Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Company  v. 

Consolidated  Coal  Company.  527  F.Supp.  58  (C.D.  Illinois 

1981) ,  aff »d.  673  F . 2d  1333  (7th  Cir.  1981);  Philipp 
Brothers  Division  of  Engelhard  Minerals  &  Chemicals  v.  FI 

Salto,  S.A..  487  F.Supp.  91  (S.D.N.Y.  1980);  Collins  & 

Company,  General  Contractors,  Inc,  v.  Clavtor.  476 

F.Supp.  407  (N.D.  Ga.  1979). 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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B.  Defendants  Will  Suffer  Irreparable 
Harm  Unless  A  Preliminary  Injunction 
Is  Issued 

The  mutual  releases  between  plaintiffs  and  defendants  gave 
three  principal  benefits  to  defendants.  First,  plaintiffs 
waived  any  potential  claims  against  defendants  and  promised  not 
to  sue  defendants.  (Ex.  A  at  para.  3,  4;  Ex.  B  at  paras. 

3,  4.)  Second,  plaintiffs  promised  to  maintain  confidentiality 
and  to  refrain  from  revealing  ecclesiastic  secrets,  or 
otherwise  discussing  their  experiences  while  they  were  members 
and  officers  of  the  Church.  (Ex.  A  at  6C;  Ex.  B  at  para. 

6C . )  Third,  plaintiffs  agreed  that  they  would  not  voluntarily 
testify  or  otherwise  participate  in  judicial  proceedings 
against  the  Church  or  assist  anyone  in  litigation  against  the 
Church  unless  compelled  to  do  so  by  lawful  process.  (Ex.  A 
at  paras.  6F,  8;  Ex.  B  at  para.  6F,  8.) 

All  three  of  these  provisions  have  been  violated,  causing 
irreparable  injury  to  defendants.  Plaintiffs'  bringing  of  this 
lawsuit  has  caused  defendants  to  expend  enormous  time  and 
financial  resources  defending  a  burdensome  lawsuit.  Moreover, 
given  the  Aznarans'  declarations  about  their  inability  to 
finance  their  own  litigation  other  than  by  offering  a 
contingency  fee,  it  will  be  impossible  for  defendants  ever  to 
recover  from  plaintiffs  the  costs  of  defending.  Thus,  the 
substantial  burden  and  cost  to  defendants  will  never  be 
recovered.  The  only  opportunity  for  effective  relief  for  this 
injury  is  in  the  present,  because,  as  the  Aznarans  have 
testified,  they  have  no  funds  which  could  be  used  to  satisfy  a 
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damage  judgment  against  them.  This  injury  obviously  is 
irreparable. 

In  addition  to  bringing  this  lawsuit,  plaintiffs  have 
assisted  several  others  in  suing  the  Church.  As  discussed  in 
the  declaration  of  Kendrick  L.  Moxon,  plaintiffs  on  numerous 
occasions  have  filed  declarations  and  affidavits  in  support  of 
other  plaintiffs  who  are  litigating  against  the  Church.  (Moxon 
Declaration  at  paras.  9-11.)  In  each  case,  plaintiffs  did  so 
voluntarily,  without  any  subpoena  or  other  lawful  process. 

Id.  Plaintiffs  have  also  helped  others  who  have  contemplated 
suing  the  Church,  giving  them  information  and  advice  about 
strategy.  (Moxon  Declaration  at  para.  3.)  Finally,  in  flagrant 
disregard  of  their  agreement,  plaintiffs  spent  over  ten  hours  in 
taped  interviews  with  the  Los  Angeles  Times,  in  a  deliberate 
attempt  to  harm  the  Church,  done  as  part  of  the  carrying  out  of 
a  threat  by  Joseph  Yanny.  See  note  4,  supra.  The 
injury  to  defendants  from  these  repeated,  deliberate  violations 
of  the  Releases  is  obvious.  Defendants  are  forced  to  suffer 
the  negative  effects  resulting  from,  for  example,  disclosures 
to  the  Los  Angeles  Times,  with  the  attendant  potential  loss 
of  good  will  toward  the  Church  and  adverse  impacts  on  the 
Church's  relationships  with  its  members.  Such  injury  is 
incalculable  and  irreparable. 

Moreover,  the  irreparable  harm  which  defendants  would 
suffer  from  being  forced  to  litigate  the  merits  of  this  action 
— —  even  if  defendants  ultimately  prevail  on  the  release  issue 
after  plenary  trial  —  goes  far  beyond  the  high  financial  loss 
and  burden,  however. 
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This  case  involves  complex  ecclesiastical  issues,  going  to 
the  truth  or  falsity  of  defendants'  religious  beliefs  and 
practices.  Much  of  the  case  is  clearly  non- justiciable  under 
the  First  Amendment.  See  Defendants'  Memorandum  and  Reply 
Memorandum  in  Support  of  Motion  to  Dismiss. 

'■  Litigation  of  such  issues  as  religiosity,  the  truth  or 
falsity  of  religious  doctrine,  and  the  propriety  of  peaceful  and 
voluntary  religious  practices  would  constitute  a  highly 
intrusive  entanglement  of  the  Court  in  ecclesiastical  matters. 
Such  entangling  is  itself  constitutionally  suspect  and 
potentially  violative  of  defendants'  First  Amendment  rights. 

Walz  v.  Tax  Commission.  397  U.S.  664,  675,  90  S.Ct.  1409 
(1970) ?  Lemon  v.  Kurtzman.  403  U.S.  602,  620,  624-35,  91 
S.Ct.  2125  (1971).  As  Chief  Justice  Burger  wrote,  "[i]t  is 
not  only  the  conclusions  that  may  be  reached  . . .  which  may 
impinge  on  rights  guaranteed  by  the  Religious  Clauses,  but 
also  the  very  process  of  inquiry  leading  to  finding  and 
conclusions."  NLRB  v.  Catholic  Bishop  of  Chicago.  440 
U.S.  490,  502,  99  S.Ct.  1313  (1979).  See  also  Surinach 
v.  Pescruera  de  Busquets.  604  F.2d  73  (1st  Cir.  '1979). 

It  was,  in  major  part,  to  avoid  the  potential  for  such  an 
entangling  inquiry  that  the  defendants  entered  into  the  release 
agreements.  Failure  to  enforce  them  as  a  threshhold  matter 
will  cause  the  defendants  irreparable  harm.  The  Court  will 
have  permitted  trial  of  the  very  practices  and  beliefs  of 
defendants.  At  that  point,  even  if  ..the  defendants  were  to 
prevail  at  trial,  it  will  be  impossible  to  "unring  the  bell"  of 
improper  disclosure,  Maness  v.  Mevers.  419  U.S.  449,  460, 
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95  S.Ct.  585  (1975)  (Burger,  J.),  too  late  to  prevent  the 
invasion  of  the  privacy  of  the  religious  believes  and 
practices  of  all  Scientologists,^  too  late  to  prevent  the 
chilling  effect  upon  religious  practice  by  members  and  upon 
religious  proselytizing  in  which  the  Church  is  entitled  to 

engage, -i-Q/  too  late  to  prevent  the  chilling  effect  upon 

♦ 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 


9 •  Cf.  Buckley  v.  Valeo.  424  U.S.  1,  64,  96  S.Ct.  612 
(1976)  ("disclosure,  in  itself,  can  seriously  infringe  on 
privacy  of  association  and  belief  guaranteed  by  the  First 
Amendment") . 

10.  See  Watkins  v.  United  States.  354  U.S.  178,  197,  77 
S.Ct.  1173  (1957)  (when  "revelations  concern  matters  that  are 
unorthodox,  unpopular,  or  even  hateful  to  the  general  public, 
the  reaction  in  the  life  of  the  witness  may  be  disastrous") . 
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religious  practice  by  members  and  upon  religious  proselytizing 
in  which  the  Church  is  entitled  to  engage ,-i^/  and  too  late 
to  prevent  the  improper  and  inexcusable  breach  in  the  "wall  of 
separation”  between  church  and  state-^/  which  this  Court 
is  required  to  protect. 

C.  The  Balance  Of  Equities  Tips  Decidedly 
In  Favor  Of  Granting  A  Preliminary 
Injunction 

Compared  to  the  significant  irreparable  harm  that 
defendants  will  suffer  in  the  absence  of  a  preliminary 
injunction,  the  only  harm  plaintiffs  will  even  arguably  suffer 
by  the  issuance  of  such  an  order  would  be  temporary  delay  in  the 
prosecution  of  their  lawsuit  until  the  Court  finally  determines 
whether  the  release  agreements  bar  plaintiffs  from  prosecuting 
their  claims  and  from  violating  the  confidentiality  provisions. 
If  the  Court  ultimately  holds  that  the  releases  do  bar  the 
claims,  plaintiffs  will  have  suffered  no  harm  at  all.  In  the 
unlikely  event  that  the  Court  finds  that  the  agreements  do  not 
£PPly  to  plaintiffs'  claims  or  that  they  are  not  effective, 
plaintiffs  will  soon  be  free  to  prosecute  their  claims.  It  is 
hard  to  conceive  of  such  minor  delay  as  causing  a  substantial 
harm  to  plaintiffs  at  all.  It  certainly  pales  in  comparison  to 
the  irreparable  harm  which  has  occurred  and  will  occur  to 

11 .  See  Cantwell  v.  Connecticut.  310  U.S.  296,  60 
S.Ct.  900  (1940). 

12.  Everson  v.  Board  of  Education.  330  U.S.  1,  16  (1947). 

Such  an  "entanglement”  between  the  affairs  of  church  and  state 
is  "an  independent  evil  against  which  the  Religious  Clauses 
were  intended  to  protect."  Lemon  v.  Kurtzman.  403  U.S.  602, 
624-25,  67  S.Ct.  504  (1971). 
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defendants  in  the  absence  of  a  preliminary  injunction.  The 
balance  of  hardships  therefore  tips  decidedly  in  favor  of 
granting  the  injunction. 
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CONCLUSION 

Wherefore,  for  the  reasons  given  above,  defendants 
respectfully  request  that  this  Court: 

(1)  Enter  an  order  preliminarily  enjoining  plaintiffs 
during  the  pendency  of  this  case  from  disseminating  any 
confidences  of  defendants  or  information  concerning  their 
experiences  with  defendants  outside  of  the  papers  or  proceedings 
of  this  lawsuit; 

(2)  Enter  an  order  preliminarily  enjoining  plaintiffs  from 
voluntarily  assisting  or  cooperating  in  any  proceeding  with  any 
person  adverse  to  defendants  herein,  unless  compelled  to  do  so 
by  lawful  subpoena  or  other  lawful  process; 

(3)  Enter  an  order  preliminarily  enjoining  plaintiffs  from 
voluntarily  testifying  or  otherwise  participating  in  any 
judic:  t'l ,  administrative  or  legislative  proceeding  adverse  to 
defendants,  unless  compelled  to  do  so  by  lawful  subpoena  or 
other  lawful  process; 

(4)  Enter  an  order  preliminarily  enjoining  plaintiffs  from 
prosecuting  this  action,  until  the  Court  finally  determines  the 
question  of  whether  plaintiffs'  claims  are  barred  by  the  release 
agreements; 

(5)  Order  a  separate  evidentiary  hearing  on  any  questions 
of  fact  concerning  the  validity  and  ..effect  of  the  releases 
signed  by  plaintiffs,  such  hearing  to  be  held  in  advance  of  any 
trial  or  motions  relating  to  other  aspects  of  this  lawsuit,  to 
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enable  the  Court  to  make  informed  findings  of  fact  prior  to 
adjudication  of  the  release  issues;  and 

(6)  That  this  Court  take  such  other  action  as  justice 
requires. 

Dated;  November  9,  1989 


COOLEY,  MANION,  MOORE 
&  JONES,  P.C. 

EARLE  C .  COOLEY 
Attorneys  for  Defendants 
Church  of  Spiritual 
Technology  and  Religious 
Technology  Center 


RABINOWITZ,  BOUDIN, 
STANDARD,  KRINSKY 
&  LIEBERMAN,  P.C. 
ERIC  M.  LIEBERMAN 
Attorneys  for  Defendant 
Church  of  Scientology 
International 


MICHAEL  HERTZBERG 
Attorney  for  Defendant 
Author  Services,  Inc. 
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DECLARATION  OF  MARK  C.  RATHBUN 
j. /  MARK  C.  RATHBUN,  hereby  declare  and  state j 

1.  I  am  over  18  years  of  age  and  a  resident  of  the  State 
of  California.  I  am  the  President  of  Religious  Technology 
Center  ("RTC" ).  I  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  facts  set 
forth  herein  and,  if  called  upon  to  do  so,  can  and  will 
competently  testify  thereto. 

2.  I  am  personally  acquainted  with  Vicki  Aznaran  and 
Richard  Aznaran.  In  March  of  1987,  Vicki  Aznaran  ceased  to  be 
a  staff  member  of  the  Religious  Technology  Center.  I  was 
responsible  for  seeing  to  it  that  Richard  and  Vicki  Aznaran 's 
transition  to  non~Church  life  was  a  smooth  one,  as  more 
particularly  detailed  in  my  declaration  of  December  12,  1988, 
previously  submitted  in  this  case,  and  annexed  hereto  as 
exhibit  1. 

3.  Mutual  Releases  and  Settlement  Agreements  were 
prepared  for  Richard  and  Vicki  Aznaran  to  sign  prior  to  their 
voluntary  departure  from  the  Church  in  California.  On  April  9, 
1987,  Richard  and  Vicki  Aznaran  carefully  read  the  Mutual 
Releases  and  Settlement  Agreements  prior  to  signing  them. 
Several  times  Richard  and  Vicki  Aznaran  expressed  concern  that 
they  be  represented  by  counsel,  should  they  ever  be  named  as 
defendants  either  individually  or  along  with  any  other  Church 
of  Scientology  in  any  legal  proceedings.  They  both  expressed 
concern  that  the  Church  see  to  Vicki's  representation  in  the 
ongoing  case  of  Stansfield,  et  al.  v.  Starkev.  et  al .  . 
pending  in  the  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court.  Because  of  these 
concerns,  I  suggested  to  Church  lawyers  that  they  include  a 
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guarantee  that  we  would  cover  the  Aznarans'  representation  in 
the  Mutual  Release  and  Settlement  Agreements.  The  fact  that 
this  guarantee  was  covered  in  a  written  instrument  to  he  signed 
by  all  parties  was  of  great  relief  to  both  Aznarans. 

4.  Pursuant  to  the  Aznarans'  request,  I  also  arranged  for 
the  Aznarans  to  be  given  a  loan  of  $20,000  in  order  to  assist 
them  in  their  transition  to  non-Church  life.  The  terms  of  this 
loan  were  drawn  up  in  a  fashion  intended  to  be  most  favorable 
to  the  Aznarans,  and  to  facilitate  the  Aznarans  easily  making 
their  interest  payments  and  eventually  paying  the  principal. 

I  also  arranged  for  the  sale  of  the  Aznarans'  horse,  which 
helped  facilitate  the  Aznarans'  departure  from  California 
and  provided  them  with  additional  financial  resources.  Richard 
informed  me  that  he  had  attempted  to  sell  the  horse  and  had 
received  no  offers.  He  said  he  would  wind  up  getting  a  "dog 
meat"  price  for  the  horse,  which  Richard  described  as  a  price 
far  below  what  he  had  originally  paid  for  the  horse.  I  then 
arranged  for  the  purchase  of  Richard's  horse  at  three  hundred 
dollars  ($300)  more  than  what  he  had  paid  for  it  originally. 

5.  Prior  to  their  departure,  the  Aznarans  requested  that 
I  remain  in  communication  with  them.  I  agreed  and  asked  them 
to  call  me  whenever  they  required  assistance  of  any  kind.  On 
April  10,  1987,  the  Aznarans  left  Hemet,  California. 

6.  Within  days  of  their  departure,  Richard  called  me  and 
asked  that  I  obtain  affidavits  from  Church  lawyers  and 
investigators  attesting  to  Richard's  experience  as  a  private 
investigator.  I  told  Richard  that  I  would  speak  to  the  lawyers 
and  investigators  he  specified  and  would  send  the  affidavits  to 


27 

28 


-2- 


034 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


him.  Richard  Aznaran  wrote  me  on  April  20,  1987  giving  me 
specific  instructions  on  how  to  fill  out  the  affidavits  and 
enclosed  copies  of  the  blank  affidavit  forms.  I  replied  to 
Richard  on  May  2,  1987  and  attached  several  signed  work 
affidavits  for  him. 

'-7 .  The  Aznarans  utilized  both  the  loan  and  the 
experience  affidavits  to  establish  their  new  living 
arrangements  when  they  moved  to  Dallas,  Texas,  including  the 
establishment  of  their  investigative  enterprise.  This  is 
borne  out  by  Vicki  Aznaran' s  own  testimony.  (See  Exhibit  G 
to  the  Declaration  of  Kendrick  L.  Moxon,  Deposition  of  Vicki 
Aznaran,  pp.  1115-1116,  1122-1123,  1185,  1226-1227). 

8.  Vicki  asked  that  I  keep  her  informed  of  the 
Stansf ield  v.  Starkev  litigation,  which  she  was  interested 
in  as  she  was  a  named  defendant  in  that  litigation.  Vicki  knew 
that,  as  part  of  her  mutual  release  agreement  with  the  Church, 
the  Church  would  provide  legal  representation  for  Vicki  without 
any  expense  to  her,  in  the  event  that  she  was  eve'  served  or 
otherwise  brought  into  that  suit.  Pursuant  to  Vicki';-,  request, 
I  kept  Vicki  abreast  of  actions  being  taken  in  the  defense  of 
that  litigation.  In  turn,  Vicki  agreed  to  inform  me  if  she  was 
served  with  any  papers  in  that  suit  or  any  action  so  that  the 
Church  could  arrange  for  or  assist  in  the  Aznarans'  defense  or 
representation  as  appropriate. 

9.  During  the  entire  summer  of  1987,  Richard  Aznaran  was 
in  periodic  communication  with  me  by  phone.  Richard  Aznaran 
told  me  that  Vicki  Aznaran  was  working  at  her  sister's  law 
office  as  a  paralegal.  Richard  Aznaran  stated  proudly  that 
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Vicki  Aznaran  was  well  qualified  for  this  work  having  become 
so  familiar  with  legal  procedure  during  her  work  with 
Religious  Technology  Center.  Richard  Aznaran  stated  that 
Vicki  Aznaran  was  going  to  sign  up  for  some  courses  at  a  Texas 
college  in  order  to  get  credits  to  become  a  recognized 
paralegal.  Richard  Aznaran  boasted  that  he  himself  was  doing 
some  important  investigative  work  for  some  of  the  biggest  law 
firms  in  Dallas. 

10.  It  has  been  long-standing  policy  within  the  Church 
that  a  person  who  joins  Church  staff  and  then  voluntarily 
leaves  staff  before  the  completion  of  his  contract  is 
considered  a  "freeloader,"  within  the  meaning  of  the  special 
definition  which  this  term  has  taken  in  the  Church.  It  is 
traditionally  required  that  a  former  staff  member  have  a  bill 
sent  to  him  for  those  religious  services  which  he  received  from 
the  Church  absent  the  required  donation  while  on  staff.  This 
bill,  called  a  "freeloader  bill,"  is  subject  to  discounts  based 
on  the  amount  of  service  which  the  staff  member  provided  (in 
terms  of  longevity  on  staff)  prior  to  terminating  his  contract. 
A  former  staff  member  must  pay  his  freeloader  bill  before 
receiving  Scientology  religious  services  again,  or  delivering 
such  services  for  compensation.  The  Aznarans  knew  that  they 
were  considered  freeloaders  when  they  left  in  April,  1987. 

11.  In  the  Summer  of  1987,  during  phone  conversations 
with  Richard  Aznaran,  he  mentioned  to  me  on  two  or  three 
occasions  that  he  wished  to  receive  his  freeloader  bill.  On 
August  18,  1987,  Richard  Aznaran  forwarded  a  petition  to 
RTC,  requesting  that  his  freeloader  .debt  be  waived  so  that  he 
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and  Vicki  could  again  receive  Church  services.  A  copy  of  that 
petition  is  annexed  hereto  as  exhibit  2.  On  August  30,  1987, 
Mr.  David  Miscavige  replied  to  Richard's  petition,  tentatively- 
denying  the  petition  while  making  available  to  him  the  correct 
avenue  to  take  in  order  to  reduce  or  cancel  the  debt.  The 
letter  also  states  that  I  would  be  forwarding  a  freeloader  bill 
to  them  shortly.  A  copy  of  Mr.  Miscavige' s  letter  is  annexed 
hereto  as  exhibit  3.  On  September  10,  1987,  I  then  sent  the 
Aznarans  their  respective  freeloader  bills.  The  bills  show  a 
70%  reduction  for  both  Vicki  and  Richard  pursuant  to  Church 
policy.  My  letter  and  a  copy  of  the  bills  which  accompanied  it 
are  annexed  hereto  as  exhibit  4. 

12 .  The  Aznarans  were  always  friendly  and  cordial  with  me 
on  the  phone  between  the  months  of  April  1987  through  October 
1987.  In  early  November,  1987,  I  received  a  report  from  a 
staff  member  of  the  Dallas  Church  of  Scientology  that  Richard 
Aznaran  had  obtained  the  counselling  folders  of  a  Dallas 
Church  parishioner  named  Gary  Franks.  The  Dallas  Church  staff 
member  was  complaining  that  Richard  had  in  effect  ripped  off  the 
parishioner  by  providing  him  with  Scientology  auditing  in 
exchange  for  donations  that  would  otherwise  have  gone  to  the 
Dallas  Church.  I  phoned  Richard  to  find  out  why  he  was 
violating  the  aforementioned  freeloader  policy.  Richard  stated 
that  he  had  in  fact  salvaged  Gary  Franks  and  gotten  him  to  pay 
off  his  own  freeloader  debt  to  the  Dallas  Church  and  provided 
him  with  auditing  because  no  one  at  the  Dallas  Church  had  been 
in  contact  with  Franks  for  years.  I  then  investigated  more 
closely  and  obtained  Mr.  Franks'  accounts  file  from  the  Dallas 
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Church.  The  file  showed  that  Franks  had  been  in  regular 
communication  with  the  Dallas  Church  and  had  been  making  regular 
payments  toward  the  satisfaction  of  his  freeloader  debt  for  a 
couple  of  years.  I  then  phoned  Richard  and  confronted  him  with 
the  information  I  had  found  contrary  to  the  story  he  had  given 
me.  ■  Richard  continued  to  press  his  false  story  to  me.  I  asked 
Richard  to  return  the  file  to  the  Dallas  Church.  Richard  said 
he  had  to  consult  with  Vicki  and  get  back  to  me.  I  spoke  to 
Richard  several  hours  later.  He  was  quite  noticeably 
inebriated.  Richard  asked  me  why  I  was  sticking  up  for  a 
"piss-ant"  staff  member  from  the  Dallas  Church;  that  I  should 
twist  policy  against  such  a  "meaningless"  individual.  This  was 
the  exact  same  attitude  shown  by  the  actions  of  Vicki  Aznaran 
that  lead  to  her  removal  as  Inspector  General  of  RTC.  I  spoke 
to  Richard  for  several  minutes  and  explained  to  him  that  Church 
policy  is  clear  that  the  scriptures  apply  to  the  highest  levels 
of  the  ecclesiastical  hierarchy  as  they  do  to  the  lowest. 

Richard  finally  agreed  to  turn  the  file  back  over  to  the  Dallas 
Church.  At  that  moment,  Vicki  Aznaran  yelled  in  the  background 
"f  you,  Marty,  we'll  never  do  another  favor  for  you  again." 
Richard  ultimately  hung  up  the  phone.  Subsequently  I  learned 
through  the  depositions  of  Richard  Aznaran  and  Vicki  Aznaran 
that  the  Aznarans  continued  to  service  Gary  Franks  using 
Scientology  in  exchange  for  money  well  into  1988.  I  mention 
this  as  the  only  expressed  upset  the  Aznarans  had  with  me  or  the 
Church  in  1987  was  concerning  their  inability  per  Church  policy 
to  deliver  Scientology  services. 

13.  Under  the  terms  of  the  Loan  Agreement,  the  Aznarans 
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were  to  pay  5%  interest  per  annum  until  the  principal  was  paid. 
Notwithstanding  the  terms  of  the  loan,  the  Aznarans  did  not 
send  any  interest  payment  during  1987.  Accordingly,  in 
the  first  or  second  week  of  January  1988,  I  phoned  Rick 
Aznaran  to  find  out  what  he  was  intending  to  do  regarding  the 
overdue  interest  payment  for  the  year  1987.  Richard  stated 
that  he  intended  to  pay,  however  he  had  to  get  some  matters 
straightened  around  with  his  accountant  first.  Several  days 
ister  X  attempted  to  call  Richard  without  success.  A  letter 
was  then  sent  to  the  Aznarans  in  or  around  January,  1988, 
requesting  the  overdue  interest  payment.  A  copy  of  that 
letter  is  annexed  hereto  as  exhibit  5.  No  response  was 
received.  A  second  notice  was  sent  to  the  Aznarans  on  March 
15,  1988,  a  copy  of  which  is  annexed  hereto  as  exhibit  6.  No 
response  was  received.  A  third  notice  was  sent  to  the 
Aznarans  on  December  29,  1988,  a  copy  of  which  is  annexed 
hereto  as  exhibit  7.  No  response  was  received.  As  mentioned 
in  the  December  29,  1988  letter,  no  payment  for  either  1987  or 
1988  had  been  received  at  that  time.  To  date,  no  interest 
payment  for  1987,  1988  or  1989  has  been  received. 

14.  In  February  of  1988,  I  spoke  to  Richard  on  the 
phone  several  times  in  order  to  discuss  Joe  Yanny's  allegation 
that  Vicki  Aznaran  had  done  or  was  going  to  do  a  statement  for 
Joe  supporting  his  allegation  that  a  150,000  dollar  retainer  he 
had  received  several  years  ago  was  non-refundable.  I  asked 
Richard  to  meet  with  me  to  discuss  this  as  I  did  not  want  to  see 
Vicki  cajoled  into  committing  perjury  at  the  behest  of  Joe 
Yanny.  Richard  claimed  there  was  nothing  to  speak  about  and 
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would  not  meet.  I  asked  Richard  if  there  was  any  problem  with 
our  continuing  relationship.  Richard  replied  that  there  was 
not. 

15.  On  or  about  March  3,  1988,  RTC  staff  member  Ray 
Mithoff  and  I  travelled  to  Dallas,  Texas  in  order  to  meet  with 
the  Aznarans  to  attempt  to  sort  out  any  differences  created  by 
Joe  Yanny .  At  that  time,  Richard  Aznaran  met  with  Mr. 

Mithoff.  Annexed  hereto  as  Exhibit  8  is  the  Declaration  of 
Raymond  Mithoff,  dated  January  3,  1989,  which  details  what 
transpired  in  this  meeting.  At  no  time  did  Richard  ever 
express  a  desire  or  intention  to  rescind  the  April  9,  1987 
agreements.  The  sum , and  substance  of  Mr.  Mithoff* s  account 
are  corroborated  by  the  testimony  of  Richard  Aznaran. 

16.  Until  Vicki  Aznaran *s  deposition,  commencing  in 
June,  1988,  neither  I  nor  any  other  Church  of  Scientology  or 
Religious  Technology  Center  staff  member  had  any  further  contact 
of  any  kind  with  the  Aznarans.  The  Aznarans,  however,  did  have 
extensive  contacts  with  Joe  Yanny  during  the  month  of  March, 
1985.  Said  contacts,  which  included  the  planning  of  the  instant 
lawsuit,  are  very  well  documented  in  the  defendants*  motion  to 
disqualify  Cummins  and  White  from  this  lawsuit.  As  this  court 
is  no  doubt  well  aware,  the  Aznaran  lawsuit  did  not  seek  to 
rescind  the  April  9,  1987  agreements.  Indeed,  the  lawsuit  does 
not  make  any  reference  to  the  agreements. 

17.  In  June  1988,  after  learning  of  Joe  Yanny  having 
conspired  with  the  Aznarans  and  Bent  Corydon,  another  adverse 
litigant,  Earle  Cooley  and  myself  called  Yanny  and  his  partner 
A1  Herzig  in  an  attempt  to  amicably  settle  our  differences 
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short  of  litigation.  During  that  phone  call  Joe  Yanny 
threatened  to  go  to  Federal  authorities  and  to  the  Dos 
Angeles  Times  with  information  he  learned  while  representing 
the  Church  if  the  Church  did  not  agree  not  to  sue  him  and 
agree  to  pay  large  sums  of  money  to  Yanny.  Hr.  Cooley  told 
Mr.  Yanny  that  we  had  nothing  to  hide  and  that  short  of  Yanny 
discontinuing  his  breaches  of  confidence  with  the  Aznarans  and 
others,  and  short  of  his  coming  clean  as  to  the  full  extent  of 
said  breaches  the  Church  would  be  forced  to  sue.  I 
subsequently  learned  through  the  deposition  of  Vicki  Aznaran 
that  -he  Aznarans  entertained  two  reporters  from  the  Los 
Angeles  Times  at  their  home  in  Dallas  for  a  full  day  within  a 
week  of  Yanny 's  threat.  Joe  Yanny  was  in  telephonic 
communication  with  the  Los  Angeles  Times  reporters  while  they 
were  at  the  Aznaran 's  home.  Furthermore,  the  Aznarans  and 
Yanny  went  to  the  FBI  on  several  occasions  and  told  a  series  of 
lies  about  the  Church  of  Scientology  to  an  FBI  agent  based  in 
^os  Ar.geles  in  an  attempt  to  start  an  investigation  into  the 
Church  and  obtain  assistance  in  their  cause.  The  allegations 
upon  which  Yanny  and  Aznaran  obtained  the  aid  of  the  FBI  agent 
were  soundly  rejected  as  to  veracity  and  actionability  by  three 
District  Court  jurists  leaving  the  FBI  agent  holding  the  bag 
having  to  explain  to  his  superiors  why  he,  in  effect,  assisted 
civil  litigants  in  their  vendetta. 

IB.  In  summary,  the  only  disagreement  ever  expressed  by 
the  Aznarans  to  me  in  the  year  1987  concerned  their  inability 
to  deliver  Scientology  services  for  pay.  Subsequent  to  1987 
the  only  disagreement  ever  expressed  by  the  Aznarans  to  me 

041 


concerned  their  desire  to  assist  Joe  Yanny  in  his  conflict  with 
the  Church.  They  have  never  expressed  an  intention  in  writing 
or  verbally  to  rescind  the  settlement  agreements  entered  into 
on  April  9,  1987.  Further,  it  is  clear  from  the  aforementioned 
facts,  all  corroborated  by  the  Aznarans*  own  testimony,  that  the 
idea  '.to  sue  the  Church  only  came  about  through  contacts  with  Joe 
Yanny  who  had  his  own  conflict  going  with  the  Church.  The 
Aznarans '  claims  of  duress  and  brainwashing  are  a  sham.  The 
only  duress  present  between  the  Aznarans  and  the  Church  were  the 
extortionate  threats  made  by  the  Aznarans. 

I  declare  under  the  penalties  of  perjury  under  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  of. America  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  ' 
correct. 

Executed  this  4th  day  of  November,  1989,  at  Los  Angeles, 
California . 
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DECLARATION  OF  MARK  C.  RATHBUN 
I,  MARK  c.  RATHBUN,  hereby  declare  and  state: 

1.  I  am  over  18  years  of  age  and  a  resident  of  the  State 
of  California.  I  am  the  President  of  Religious  Technology 
Center  ("RTC").  I  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  facts  set 
forth  herein  and,  if  called  upon  to  do  so,  can  and  will 
competently  testify  thereto. 

2.  I  am  personally  acquainted  with  Vicki  Aznaran  and 
Richard  Aznaran.  In  March  of  1987,  Vicki  Aznaran  ceased  to  be  a 
staff  member  of  the  Religious  Technology  Center.  I  was 
responsible  for  seeing  to  it  that  Richard  and  Vicki  Aznaran's 
transition  -to  non-Church  life  was  a  smooth  one. 

3.  While  Richard  and  Vicki  Aznaran  were  wrapping  up  their 
affairs  they  stayed  in  a  hotel  in  Hemet,  California.  I  met  with 
Richard  and  Vicki  Aznaran  for  several  hours,  both  individually 
and  together,  while  they  were  in  the  hotel  in  Hemet.  At  all 
times  between  March  31,  1987  and  April  10,  1987,  when  they 
ultimately  left,  they  were  completely  free  to  leave.  On  or 
about  April  2,  1987,  I  went  to  the  hotel  to  see  Vicki  and 
Richard  Aznaran.  They  were  not  there,  but  had  left  a  friendly 
note  for  me  which  stated  that  they  had  left  for  Los  Angeles  - 
over  85  miles  away  -  in  Richard  Aznaran's  truck,  so  that  Vicki 

Aznaran  could  visit  a  doctor.  A  copy  of  said  note  is  attached 
as  Exhibit  1. 

4.  Several  times  during  the  final  week  of  the  Aznarans* 
stay  in  Hemet,  Richard  Aznaran  commented  to  me  that  he  was  fully 
-rained  in  the  Church  to  be  a  private  investigator.  '  He  asked  me 
:o  obtain  for  him  affidavits  from  Church  lawyers  and  private 
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investigators  with  whom  he  had  worked  for  use  in  his  obtaining  a 
private  investigator's  license  in  Texas.  He  said  that  his - 
experience  working  on  legal  cases  for  the  Church  fully  qualified 
him  to  obtain  a  private  investigator's  license  and  that  the 
attorneys  he  worked  for  should  certainly  agree.  Richard  Aznaran 
mentioned  to  me  that  Vicki  Aznaran  intended  to  get  a  job  as  a 
paralegal  with  her  sister,  whom  Vicki  Aznaran  stated  is  an 
attorney,  since  Vicki  Aznaran  had  learned  so  much  about  legal 
procedure  while  in  the  Church. 

5.  Mutual  Releases  and  Settlement  Agreements  were  prepared 
for  Richard  and  Vicki  Aznaran  to  sign  as  part  of  wrapping  up 
their  affairs  with  the  Church.  On  April  9,  1987,  Richard  and 
Vicki  Aznaran  carefully  read  the  Mutual  Releases  and  Settlement 
Agreements  prior  to  signing  them.  Several  times  Richard  and 
Vicki  Aznaran  expressed  concern  that  they  be  represented  by 
counsel,  should  they  ever  be  named  as  defendants  either 
individually  or  along  with  any  other  Church  of  Scientology  in 
any  legal  proceedings.  They  both  expressed  concer,;  that  the 
Church  see  to  Vicki's  representation  in  the  ongoing  case  of 
Mansfield,  et  al. ,  vs. — Starkev.  et  *1 . ,  (also  known  as 


the  F.A.I.R.  case)  then  pending  in  the  Los  Angeles  Superior 
Court.  Because  of  these  concerns,  I  suggested  to  Church  lawyers 
that  they  include  a  guarantee  that  we  would  cover  the  Aznarans*. 
representation  in  the  Mutual  Release  and  Settlement  Agreements. 
The  fact  that  this  guarantee  was  covered  in  a  written  instrument 
to  be  signed  by  all  parties  was  of  great  relief  to  both 
Aznarans.  They  both  expressed  the  feeling  that  it  was 
completely  unnecessary  for  the  Mutual  Release  and  Settlement 
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Agreements  to  prohibit  their  cooperation  with  anyone  with  an 
adverse  interest  to  any  Church  of  Scientology,  as  they  protested 
that  that  would  never  ever  occur.  Vicki  Aznaran  stated  that  she 
had  worked  on  legal  cases  so  long  she  knew  that  anyone  attacking 
the  Scientology  religion  was  a  fraud  and  a  criminal.  That  was 
the  only  objection  the  Aznarans  voiced  with  regard  to  the  Mutual 
Releases  and  Settlement  Agreements  they  signed.  When  they 
reviewed  the  agreements,  I  arranged  for  Church  lawyers  John  G. 
Peterson  and  Lawrence  E.  Heller  to  be  present  to  answer  any 
questions  the  Aznarans  might  have  about  the  terms.  I 
specifically  asked  Vicki  and  Richard  Aznaran  whether  they  had 
any  such  questions.  They  both  laughed  and  stated  that  they  did 
not,  and  that  they  had  worked  on  legal  matters  long  enough  to 
know  what  releases  and  settlement  agreements  were  all  about.  I 
also  informed  the  Aznarans  that  they  were  free  to  consult  with 
another  lawyer,  such  as  Vicki  Aznaran's  sister,  if  they  had  any 
doubts  about  the  terms  of  the  Mutual  Releases  and  Settlement 
Agreements . 

6.  I  then  arranged  for  the  sale  of  the  Aznarans'  horse 
(which  the  Church  purchased  for  $300  more  than  the  Aznarans  had 
paid  for  the  horse  themselves) ,  the  rental  of  a  truck  for  them 
to  use  to  transport  their  belongings,  assistance  in  loading  the 
truck,  the  reimbursement  to  Richard  Aznaran  for  receipts  for 
expenses  fcr  food  and  transport  he  had  incurred  over  the  past 
week,  and  other  last  minute  odds  and  ends.  I  also  gave  the 
Aznarans  I  a  check  for  $20,000  pursuant  to  a  loan  the  Church 
extended  to  the  Aznarans  in  order  to  ease  their  transition  into 
non-Church  life.  Richard  and  Vicki  Aznaran  expressed  their 
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gratitude  for  this  loan  and  the  other  arrangements  I  had  made 
for  them.  I  arranged  for  the  Aznarans  to  remain  in 
communication  with  me  and  asked  them  to  call  me  whenever  they 
required  assistance  of  any  kind.  On  April  10,  1987,  the 
Aznarans  left  Hemet,  California. 

7.  Within  days  of  their  departure,  Richard  called  me  and 
asked  that  I  obtain  affidavits  from  Church  lawyers  and 
investigators  attesting  to  Richard's  experience  as  a  private 
investigator.  I  told  Richard  that  I  would  speak  to  the  lawyers 
and  investigators  he  specified  and  would  send  the  affidavits  to 
him.  Richard  Aznaran  wrote  me,  giving  me  specific  instructions 
on  how  to  fill  out  the.  affidavits  and  enclosed  copies  of  the 
blank  affidavit  forms.  Attached  as  Exhibit  2  is  a  copy  of  Mr. 
Aznaran  letter  of  April  20,  1987.  I  replied  to  Richard  on  May 

2,  1987  and  attached  several  signed  work  affidavits  for  him. 
(Exhibit  3) . 

8.  During  the  entire  summer  of  1987,  Richard  Aznaran  was 
m  periodic  communication  with  me  by  phone.  Richard  Aznaran 
told  me  that  Vicki  Aznaran  was  working  at  her  sister's  law 
office  as  a  paralegal.  Richard  Aznaran  stated  proudly  that 
Vicki  Aznaran  was  well  qualified  for  this  work  having  become  so 
familiar  with  legal  procedure  during  her  work  with  Religious 
Technology  Center.  Richard  Aznaran  stated  that  Vicki  Aznaran 
was  going  to  sign  up  for  some  courses  at  a  Texas  college  in 
order  to  get  credits  to  become  a  recognized  paralegal.  Richard 
Aznaran  boasted  that  he  himself  was  doing  some  important 
/// 

/// 
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investigative  work  for  some  of  the  biggest  law  firms  in  Dallas. 

I  declare  under  the  penalties  of  perjury  under  the  lavs  of 
the  United  States  of  America  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and 
correct. 

Executed  this  11  day  of  December,  1988,  at  Los  Angeles, 
California . 
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EXHIBIT  2 


Marty  Rathbun 
4751  Fountain  Ave . 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90029 


20  Apr  87 


cc:  DM 


PI  LICENSING 


Lear  Marty; 


requirements  for  Pi's  enl^Ltune te^Tit ^  ^  their  licensin9 

California.  fibout  the  same  as 

shew  that  i  l  ii«nsii.con,piun9  evidence  l° 

“  Guard  llce„«.yirortrr*to1^“ifyefore«Tn“  “  WeU  “ 

I  have  to  be  able  to  prove  three  (3)  ™estrgator  license 

to  qualify  for  the  quard  c  yeQrS  exper:Lence.  In  order 

show  pr0of  of  ,L  yea"  J  T"y  1  *“V*  ^  ‘>la  - 

problem  as  that  is  all  I  h  Xp'rlenca-  T»is  shouldn't  be  any 

I  -ant  to  Insure  th  ru0"'/01  ^  SiX  »«»• 

jives .  llaiSe  vith  guys  so  that  everything 

or  supervisor  ;^ci:dtL:TL°ieih:h:rrcA?N  ro  ouAtm  ”*"*** 

“  --closing  copies  o/the  * 

«hed  to  am  aiso 

This  has  to  be  coordinated  „it>,  1  f  yaars  • 

Gene  t  0rainated  wrth  my  experience  affidavits. 

with  mgrarn  LZV^TT'll  “A“  " 

T  So  a  lot  of  it  can  show  up  up  lith  iim  ?  ^  “ 

ror.  Kike  Levanas  as  an  investigator  for  a  »hl  U°rXed 

S™-  d  worked  for  Wagner  kI  TrlllT 

some  for  JP.  That  job  I  did  in  Boston  was  fll  sl  I  “  VC,rkin « 

That  payroll  robbery  that  I  investigated  and  ,  y‘ 

two  guys  arrested  for  was  done  for  Bridge  PubIL  I  “nd  ^ 

op  security  for  the  church  in  Riverside  LA  FI  “°"S  ‘  1 

which  can  show  as  being  done  for  a  multi  naUoIal  ind  C°PenhaS5" 

.  nataonal  corporation 

050 


2 


::d::'h: °f jp-  ** s«, that hard 

to  put  it  all  together  actually  I'll 

you  as  I  am  sure  you  win  want  io  1  specifics  to 

y  win  want  to  go  over  it  with  JP. 

Also,  IP's  letter  of  recommendation  uas  great  but  I  am 

•  S°ln9  t0  "«d  »P«  letters  and  the  above  mentioned  t  , 

she, .Id  be  able  to  supply  them  as  it  .  terminals 

from  Bridge  Publications  will  not  be  recognirfble^’b  ThS 
the  CofS  unless  someone  researches  it.  The  ""  ^ 

GO.UDEN  ERA  PRODUCTIONS  which  could  be  a  seperaH  lette^f  ^ 

r  — *-  ■.«««,  that  I  established  It  Crre;;LabliShinS 

was  per  attorney's  advice  f ip  pkar 

.  seperate  letter.  ’’  ^  ^  6h°uld  be 

•  ^  y°U  d°  nDt  f6el  ‘9°°d  about  approaching  any  of  these 

terminals  I  can  do  it  but  I  fpu  t  v, 

you.  *  “*  1  felt  1  shouid  coordinate  it  with 

I  am  starting  to  get  some  local  work  which  .-e  •  . 

it  uni  Ko  ,  t  r*  wnich  is  nice  but 

.hat  Ihis  seeIsUCliLeTL;Coerdo°onCe  '  1  ~ 

Pet  a  license  but  :you  hl^I  TV  V 

i:::\Z7ZTns  irom  the  -  *- 

I  hope  everything  is  going  well  there  I 
your  help.  1  really  appreciate 

ML. 
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EXHIBIT  3 


( 


2  Kay,  1987 

Hick  Aznaran 
5111  Kiamesha  Way 
Kescuite,  Texas  75150 


He;  PI  licensing  and  MEST 


I>ear  Hick, 

This  letter  responds  to  the  letters  you  sent  to  me  on  18  April  and 
20  April. 

I  have  enclosed  signed  experience  affidavits  from  John  Peterson 
and  Gene  _ Ingram.  Peterson  also  got  Kike  Levanas*  agreement  to  sign  one 
and  he  will  send  that  to  you  separately  early  next  week. 

As  discussed  you  probably  ought  to  attach  copies  of  the  experience 
affidavits  to  your  application  for  managerial  status. 

I  have  had  people  searching  high  and  low  for  your  Dektor  tool  kit 
and  for  your  flashcube*  holder  with  no  luck.  Did  you  have  any  other 
separate  storage  space  or  nook  where  you  stored  mest  that  I  can  have 
checked? 

I'll  check  with  Phil  Jepson  on  this  as  you  suggested. 

I’ll  also  get  your  P/L  debt  calculated  and  sent  to  you. 

Say  hi  to  Vicki.  Good  luck  on  getting  a  good  job. 


053 


one 


I 


JOHN  C.  FETCWON* 
Kjcrrucr  ®wtnan 

*  ca  ""!>■!»  wifi 


&  Betxan 

ATTONNtTI  AT  LAW 

4330  •'•tSMmj  BOjlCvaRO,  Sv/trc  ACT 
•  EVENLY  HILLS.  CALirOI»NlA  S02II 

(20}  ftSft-ftftftS 


Kay  1,  1SS7 


Richard  Aznaran 
5521  Greenville 
Suite  104-754 
Dallas,  Texas  75206 


Dear  Richard: 

Enclosed  are  the  experience  affidavit 

Hichael  Levanas  will  be  sending  you  a 
separate  cover.  *  “ 


ycu  requested, 
experience  affidavit  under 


If  you  need  any  further  assis 
contact  ne. 


ance. 


Please  don't  hestitate  to 


Sincerely, 


'ZRSON  &  BRYNAN 

rx 


'J.  Petersen 
JGP;jr 


Xnc. 


\ 
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.TEXAS  BOARD ‘OF  PRJVATr  ‘NVEST1GATORS  AND  PRIVATE  'ECURITY  AGENCIES 


P.O.  Box  13509 
Capitol  Station 
Austin,  Texas  7B71 1 

EXPERIENCE  AFFIDAVIT 


INSTRUCTIONS:  1.  -Applicant  shall  not  complete  this  form.  It  shall  be  completed  by  clients  or  employers 

who  can  verify  experience  of  the  applicant. 

2.  Statement  shall  list  type  of  services  performed  by  the  applicant,  dates  of  performance  f 
and  name,  address  and  telephone  number  of  the  person  making  affidavit. 


this  ii  10  certify  end  slate  that  Richard  Aznaran _ 

name  of  xeeucorr 


performed  the  services  of: 


Investigator  for  the  Lav  Firm  of  Peterson  &  Erynan  in  Beverly  Hills, 
California.  I  have  been  a  licensed  private  investigator  in  California 
since  October  1982.  I  have  conducted  investigations  for  Peterson  L 
Erynan  continuously  from  1983  to  the  present  and  in  so  doing  have  had  the 
occasion  to  conduct  investigations  vith  the  assistance  of  Richard  Aznaran. 
I  know  from  personal  experience  that  Aznaran  has  conducted  background, 
accident,  civil  and  criminal  investigations,  full  time,  -continuously  for 
over  3  years  for  Peterson  £.  Erynan.' 

Name  cf  Person  making  affidavit:  _ Eugene  Ingram _ 


Name  of  Company  (if  any)  Incram  Investigations _ _ _ Telephone  (213)  666-5775 

Ar!rlf#„.  4343  Sunset  Elvc.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90029 

Sum  l  Numbir  .  City  .  $<*!•  2c 


OFFICIAL  SEAL 
RICHARD  SHEllEY 

NOTARY  meuc  •  CALIFORNIA 

LOS  /.“.CELLS  COUNTY 
My  cwcta.  ixplra  JUN  30,  1339  || 


My  Commission  Expires  ^  I  .  /rs  i 

/  T— 
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3C2A 


...  TEXAS  BOARD 'OF  PR1VA*.  siVESTlGATORS  AND  PRI 


•;:y— iS. 


*T  SECURITY  AGENCIES 


P.O.  Box  13509 
Capitol  Station 
Austin.  Texas  7871 1 


EXPERIENCE  AFFIDAVIT 


INSTRUCTIONS:  1.  -Applicant  shall  not  complete  this  form,  h  shall  be  completed  by  clients  or  employers 

who  can  verify  experience  of  the  ipplieant. 

2.  Statement  shall  list  rype  of  services  performed  by  the  applicant  dates  of  performance  f 
and  name,  address  and  telephone  number  of  the  person  making  affidavit. 


This  is  to  .certify  and  state  that 


Richard  Aznaran 


MAM£  of  a^pucxmt 


performed  the  services  of: 


Chitf  of  Security  of  Building.  Applicant  also  set  up  and  oversav  the 
security  systems  ana  personnel  for  several  of  my  corporate  client* 

priva t ^"office nt£*nat^0r,al  »  recording  stud”  and 


Name  of  Person  making  affidavit: 


John  G.  Peters 


on 


Name  of  Comoanvfif anvi  Petersen  &  Erynan 


Telephone  213-561—4030 
90211 


Dates  the  above  listed  services  were  performed: . 


From  - ^  0/8  1 


M©./p*y/Y*  jr 


t0  1 2/30/B3 


-'"w'f'.trAiif 


-o. 


r-'+s  t  * 

*  Sun 


>ubscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me.  a  Notary  Public,  in  and  for  >^5*  A  S 

‘"s - li^-— - day°f  _ ir  it  t8 


My  Commission  Expires  *  ) t sy*s  yo  .  /  p  ^  ^ 
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^  3C7A 


,  TEXAS  BOARD 'OF  PRIVA 


NVEST1GATORS  AND  PR  Tr  "ECURITY  AGENCIES 

P.O.Box  13509 
Capitol  Station 
Austin,  Texas  78711 


EXPERIENCE  affidavit 


INSTRUCTIONS:  1.  -Applicant  shall  not  complete  this  form.  It  shall  be  completed  by  clients  or  employers 

who  can  verify  experience  of  the  applicant 

2.  Statement  shall  list  type  of'servlces  performed  by  the  applicant,  dates  of  performance  :‘ 
and  name,  address  and  telephone  number  of  the  person  making  affidavit. 


This  is  lo  certify  and  state  that  Richard  Aznaran  _ 

KAMI  or  AFTUCANT 


performed  the  services  of: 


Applicant  worked  full  time  in  my  attorney  office  in  general,  private 
investigative  matters  for  my  clients  and  for  litigation  I  vas  in 
representing  clients.  This  investigation  involved  every  aspect  o'  the 
investigative  field  from  background  and  record  checks,  to  accicen"- 
investigation,  witness  interviews  and  criminal  investigation. 


Marne  of  Person  making  affidavit: 


J chn  G .  Petersen 


Marne  of  Companvfif  anvi  Peterson  &  Brynan 
Address: 


.Telephone  213-661-^030 


B530  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  407,  Beverlv  Hills,  C\  902il 
sv..,  t,  Numb.,  ~ "T — - 


Dates  the  above  listed  services  were  performed: 
From  .  1  /I  /BA  Xo  1/30/87 

•  Me./0#r/r»»f  Mo./D»r/n.»r 


\  S^Attwri  Person  §tf>Com 


Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me.  a  Notary  Public,  in  a nri  for  £_o£. 

County/ 

_ _  Hav/rf  ^  g 


this 


State 


OFFICIAL  SEAL 

RICHARD  5HBJ.EY 
»<ot err  public  -  California 

V4!  1 LK  KlZtUS  CO’J.'fTY 

Uj  ttff.tr.  espire:  KH  JO.  1939 


/ 


"*\w  oi  Hoivy  Pufeiic 


Cotjruy 


A' 

State 


My  Commission  Expires  L /  ~  ^ O  .  /? £*/ 
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EXHIBIT  B 


m 


Special  Project  Ops<S^ 


August  18,  1987 


Rick  Aznaraa 


RE:  PETITION 


Dear  Sir; 


four  months  2U  h".' ‘noY 'Vein  .&*  tback  the  **•«  for 

ethics  or  free  loaders  status  *et  ao7thlnS  dote  on  our 

and  were  on  a  la  ff‘ior  "a  total'  0**1*  !h*  f’°‘  for  tea  7ears. 

each.  During  this  ti-e  w«.  v  for  8  total  of  fourteen  years 

abilities  to  the  Church  and  it’s  exnansitn**11  /°  the  best  of  our 

it  s  expansion  and  especially  to  LRE. 

L^s^ryVmVeTn  llLall^ll^  STA"  «™AMT.  "it  is 
failed  to  complete  his  covenant  di^  makefile ’oV^taf  1!"”°“ 

out  what^miae  and^Vicki^e  fr  ^loadV*0  ,oc.C899ion9  trying  to  find 
found  out  anything  I  - 1  ...  “d  1  <lebc  v>»  but  hare  not  yet 

ethics  cycles  which  is  t  *  desire  to  handle  our 

lines  or  probably  any  butlnt  lines.  ob'!’lou9lJ  not  do  on  local 


What  1  am 


requesting  is: 


considered  normal.  8  d  bejODd  vhat  would  be 

conditions  an  d  Vurn*  them  °  in  *  t  o  °vho°  °  *  8U*  t0  d  0  our  atbies 
upgrade.  4a  t0  vhoBe>er  7°u  designate  for 


i 

I 


DEPOSITION 

EXHIBIT 


Lfi 


_ _  03  I 

/•>«•  fT  ^ 
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As  added  data,  since  being  in  the  field  r  k  , 


Vicki  and  I  also  feel 
against  the  enesy. 


that  this  has  been  an  effective  blov 


Neither  one  of  ns  is  in  Doubt  and 
point  where  ve  can  continue  to  get 


ve  are  anxious 
services . 


to  get  to  the 


SOLUTION:  Approve  that  our  debts  be  cancelled  and  that  w,„„ 

s:5  :::*$■ *■  — ■  “•« "  >• 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 
This  is  okaj. 


Much,  Lav  t , 
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HUBBARD  COMMUNICATIONS  OFFICE 
Saint  Hill  Manor,  East  Crinstead,  Sussex 


Remimeo 
HCO  Hats 
Reg  Hats 
Dept  7  Ha^s 
Miss  ions 
All  persons 
who  have 
left  staff 
before  com¬ 
pleting  staff 
covenant 


HCO  POLICY  LETTER  OF -11  JUNE  1981R 
REVISED  18  MARCH  1982 

CANCELS 

HCO  PL  13  Oct  72R  II 
Rev.  I  Reiss.  9.5.79 

FREELOADER  P ROC RAN  ADMINISTRATION, 

WHO  IS  A  FREELOADER? 

(Revisions  in  Script) 


VIOLATION  OF  STAFF  COVENANT 


A  new  handling  of  persons  who  left  staff  before  com¬ 
pleting  their  covenants  has  been  very  successfully  piloted 
anc!  is  now  ready  for  broad  release  and  implementation. 


BACKGROUND 

Pl' nTnLoKiSi;'cLp°3.-Cy  °n  the  s-hJect'  of  "freeloaders ;  ECO  '  ' 
lL  fh?t  *  rRZSLOADERS,  was  written  to  handle  a  prob- 

existed  in  the  late  sixties  and  early  seventies 
Durno^I  nf63  ?.?  individuals  joining  -staff  solely  for  the  -  - 
purpose  of  getting  free  services  and  then  leavinc  without 

them^  Su?h°per  exchange  to  the  orS  that  trained  and  audited 
inrii<Mh?IbfPerrRSv.Were  labelled  "Freeloaders"  and  were  made 

in  iGllbfo/!L/«  ter  tralni°£  or  Processing  until  they  paid 
m  lull  for  any  services  received  while  on  staff. 

it  haI**L«Iif«na’i  freeloader  handling  was  successful  in  that 
it  has  be. n  found  by  investigation  that  since  that  time  very 
few  people  joined  staff  with  the  sole  purpose  of  getting  free 
training  and  processing  and  then  left. 

^  ^-ab®^  policy,  HCO  PL  13  Ofctoher  1972R  rorr * n 1  -iro 

CS-3,  extended  the  "freeloader-handling  to  anybn  T  id  {°i-l 
body  who  ever  left  staff  without  completing  .  L-thant 

Id lLC/-i“a  *  n0  d*stlDCtio»  between  those' who  actuull?  ion mbut- 

.while  .on  staff  and  those  who  were  on  staff  solely  fo^ 
dynamic  reasons  and  who  contributed  nothing  •  -  n  ,  :*.Lkt 

•  a  •^n>1.1.owar?ce **f or  /the"  contribution  ‘ 

£tmi * led-' ".-F^^t^isipbvehant^did  inake  'while  'on^ 
stair,  r  .This  vis  .because  a  xontributing  staII^5eaber"*is"*n?Tfi^ 

:  *’  “  ■  ~  AD  JUS  THEN7S  ~  ~Z  "  •  j  "  ’•  _•  ' 

-  -  U  .ii^w  r'  1  1  «  U  —  .  •  •  -  *  -  -  ■  - 

r  •  To  the  degree  .that  such  'a  person  contributed  while 
he  ewes  something  less  than  the  full  amount  ‘of  the  ‘servicL 'I  * 
received^while  .a  staff  member. -5  •-  h 

n  Any  system  which  measured  all  the  nuances  of  exchanr.  ..j 

**1lP^*°*d^®dh^7hthoser>personsiinvolvedKinbthenpilot?tl  ^ 


oeo 


HCO  PL  11.6. 81R 
Rev.  18.3.82 


PROCEDURE  *1;  YEARLY  P^CE  VTA  nr  inTTWrvr  *ru  ’ 

jnHjjfHx°£;!5TTS  w  <»r 

siifE  }:S  Jr?.!;*;*. 

on  nncf  j  *  -»  -#  Tic  or  A:C  does  not  count  is  time  spent 

RgePcredit  C^'  °T  the  purPoses  .of.computing  the  percent- 

ce  l0T  his  production,  leaving  $3,000  owing. 

PROCEDURE  #2  :  BART r  wvivrr  *i  «_• 

oTcovecant  Is  charged  it  r  ^nn  *°r  vlolation 

for  non-Sea  Orz  staff  '-tmc  5^,500  for  Sea  Org  and  $1,000 

charged  for  viflftw'o/  iS  co~ally  the  miniaun  aaouat  - 

•  •  .  •  V  •’  i  T  •  Vf  •  j  .  .  .  w  6  *  ‘ 

ssiiWia  r'™.™  J^K&Hari-- 

•of  $1,000  for  non-Sea  oJg  lilt s^rjf-r.  *“*1  *"*“5*  “0l!nt.  J :  • 

r.n*..-:  : -ir,:-  v?.  ,  *  v*  .>..>. «• 

f§ppT  gMB 

matter  bow.aany  services  *  Set  o4  ie^r  «ctittd  tttft  1°  ■ 

cowever.  Sea  Org  members  who  leave  stair  |V^r  . 

in  r&fcSj  SLS.”  •  *•“  -*Pfi  iSMS* 


DPI 


HCO  PL  11.6. 81R 
Rev.  1G.3.S2 


-  3  - 


0  ^ e  **rst  5  years  are  handled  ?  •  < *  ^ut  *bo”e  and  the 

ceived*  ®llminates  *11  charges  for  services  re- 

Pena„%VoTJI JS^o^sT^beM"*’5'  leavlng  °nly  th#  BaSiC 

over  f~a^D.nrte.siXth  year  0i  service  the  process  starts  all 
thoL  he  ?erson  ds  mowed  2C2,  off  for  each  year  on 

eleventh  v  eS  r?Seived  a*ter  the  fifth  year  but  before  the 
this  cl«ytK  (Years  6-10  inclusive,  in  other  words)  In 
P-ocedurf  ^  P«r«n’s  bill  would  be  the  higher  amount  of 
Ppn^n^  f  #1  *"?  Pr°oedure  #2,  as  described  above.  The  Basic 

cav  S2  500°r0t  iS  S“!y  counted  °"ce,  i.e.  a  person  does  not 
pay  $2,500  for  each  5  year  period  of  service. 

hofo-rIhfvSim®  Process  repeats  itself  after  the  tenth  year' but 
before  the  Sixteenth  (years  11  through  15  inclusive)  and  so  on. 

and  lfr^L  ^5  “err'b«r  U  *as  in  the  Sea  Org  sever,  years 

of  servigg^'  .un^  date  $5  this  PL*  *Ee  received  $60,000  worth 
of  services  while  on  staff.  $50,000  was  during  the  first  five 

years  and  $10,000  was  during  the  sixth  and  seSfnth yel4  He 

du-ing^he  fi^s^lfv^1-  th*  S.S0-000w°rth  of  services  received 
P  ;  ,g  K  ”Lhve  years  due  to  the  **ct  that  this  is  can- 

40^  lr  <4  0^0  off  ^S^a^MnCe,’-He  WOuld  be  e'titled  to 
sixtv  a"J  seve-th  v*0  000  worth  of  services  received  in  the 

pay  the  $6  000‘‘^f^  :  lea?lcf  a  debt  ot  $6,000.  He  would 

Penancl.'5 - ?•- - 3t..®ra?e,1.t  is  higher  than  the  $2,500.  Basic 

|xawple;  Staff  Member  X  was  in  the  Sea  Org  11  years  and 

servi^TTn  %  ®f.this  PL‘  Ke  received  $40,000  worth  of 
i  th!  flrst  ten  years  and  $2,000  worth  of  services 

deceived  in^hl  flrli  W°Uld  °Ct  be  billed  for  tbe  «'vi«s 
or  $400  off  *irsJ  ten  years.  Ee  would  be  entitled  to  20% 

o.  $**00.  Oaf  .the  services  received  in  the  eleventh  vea-  uav«i^ 

$lb600°is  ?*  $1;f°°  aS  *ieured  bY  Procedure  ffl  above.  * ’since 
$*,600  is  less  than  the  Basic  Penance  of  $2  500  for  Sea  O — 
members ,  b^wouldpay  the  Basic  Penance  amount  -  $1,500.  * 


a*\  L.  «.*,'• 


*2 ;  Z'u 


*  iii  ““.**2;  *•«««' 

Aeic-tavefy  amaij-  defcta .  3  3  «>He*.inS  io  pay 

2:  itf  isrsi 

‘■“r**"*  ^tctaved  and  aa  iAt  amount^ 


0PO 


HCO  PL  11.6. 81R 
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Staff  He  mbit  2 

non-Sta  0> to  covenan-f  a  td  yea'u  on  a  tfavt 

ho,  000  woMh  of  itwica  O  l  *'3  ar'd  Aece-ty*rf 

compnind  $14  75  0 .  Undi\’ BAnr^j'<‘e'^  ?tC  And. F ESC  on  Flag 

tn tit  ltd  to  iOt  o\  $1  t'‘00  0Paolt-dUfi/i.  a\bo'Jt  Ae  “'<>“£<*  fee 
C(  in, 000.  Ht  would  owi°$}34  750*.***  rfe?f  «  bala.net 

"•  •"«  <*«“  ♦< 

CORRECTING  THE  ORIGINAL  RTTT 

it  Is  often  necessary  to%o-rect *t v*  ^f?i£  agalnst  the  bill 
of  servi  ces  actually^recei ved^v  blU  to  refle=t  the  value 
on  staff.'  The  adjustments  tharV  Covecant  breaker  while 
as  follows:  "  ‘  •  ts  that  were  used  during  the  pilot  were 

:  canrb|StIk«  If  fNh^bill .  “d  inVOlced  fcut  not  completed 


2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 


8. 


Interest  charges  can  be  eliminated. 

Co;audits  which  were  invoiced'at  professional 
flaunt  TiplM0. .its?'*  Public  ^  for^co-audits 

Esxablisvi”J=|.:?^oos  d0De  pcs:  bp  .  Eattiop  or 
•All  checksneet °CMPMs*I-.a«^*0UmS**  *3d  *re  not  biHed. 

sbsrp.d  lor.  l.elaw.,  p„,  i,S2,%“2$«?,“4 
^ages  and  allowances  and  «n  «•  '  .*'•• 

-n? :*“  S-*&ss  a^rasa®. 

Tor  example*,  one  W? lot  tb*  ser^e. 

•  that  was  received  In  1977  hut  r5*v  Ates  for  auditing 
1977  rate.  ;  ; .  • J-7'  ®ut  .ratber  would,  charge  the 

*”  ^  J‘  *#.  •**>'.  t.  i  »  }  »  w  .!  *  •  v 

»,  w  »  •  |;W  >  .;»  .  ,  * 


to  establish*!  fair  bill^o^7  n0J  b*  C0RPlete.  ,;The  point  is 

•tbe;;?0*Per.  7ear  °*  ■••ritet  .allowancefeIeiVe>d  before 

re'cei^d^IIt  bIS|erified4erI?0Utt  *“*d  **i“o’of  service's  . 
Invoices,  student  files  folder^  *Ctual  records  such  as 
ever,  in 'some  lMtancS'tbS TeLrdT^t  *nd  ?°  f°«h.  How- 
oiuddled  or  non-existent  t£ftrfC°rds  ®a7  be  80  lncoEplete 

the  bill  is  nSt  SSibl.thaJa“  •fc«at*  deterninatdon  of 

be  unduly  slowed  or  stopped  hvnA  f  the  ?erson  oust  not 
.0  U«.r  otMci  sow.:: 

•  .  ***  ’•'  "  rsM  Program  .*.  .  j.-  *  .; 

has  left  staff  before  c^leIimgShisU£|dJb"e^napP«rson  who 
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defat  by  brlnEingothers  la  a  sir.ilar  position  into  the  ore  to 

the1L,oun^CMand  fxcba=Ee  situation.  He  would  receive 
10«  o.  the  amount  his  selectees  paid  as  a  credit  against  his 

be  Jaid  directly.  paid  he  C“  continue  to  Fsu  aad 


person 
deb ts . 


Regular  FSUs  can  also  earn  10%  commissions  by  bringing 
r.s  with  incomplete  covenants  into  the  org  to  handle  their 


PREVIOUS  PAYMENTS 


.  Payments  Bade  0D  Freeloader  .Bills  prior  to  the  date  of 
this  Policy  Letter  are  credited  in  full  against  the  adjusted 
debt  or  covenant  breakage  penance.  J 

.  There  is  no  "rebate”  or  "credit"  given  for  any  overpayment 
that  may  have  been  made  as  a  result  of  reducing  the  bill  per 
this  policy.  The  person  did  violate  his  covenant  with  full 
knowledge  of  the  policy  that  was  in  force  at  that  time. 

..  ;  DEBTS  TO  VC  RE  THAN’  ONE  PRO 

Normally  the  adjusted  debt  is  paid  tothe  org  where  the' 
«erS2nv.TaS.laSt  °°  stadf-  However,  it  cay  happen  that  some 

0rP-  In  tbls  lastaace  the  collecting  org 
debts  Syllt  "th  tfce  °wher  orS  in  proportion  to  the  original 

AOta  S^aJr  Hembei^ X  was  on  staff  at  ASEO  Day  and 

s*as%s;sa,j4:,sff  'sift 

js  sssvsLi?*  Sie  %  .s&Mr&s!:'!™#- 

»’;bra,cc"?s“0aLtpL;“*Eru“.?iLd-‘'I^;i.is 


<■ 


-  ;  ;  ETHICS  HANDLING  AND  CASE  CLZJLV-UP 

PL  dJ?e.fedHB*5  described  in* the'iariier  Sof tiois"of  this  •• 

in  the^f irst  place?  I* completing  his  covenant' 


1=  .llo.L  b|ck  o»  be  a°”  b''°"  «•  P«- 


VbS*J**‘  s:e:*s;s5i:s“r: 

Le“L“?sb"““r'E'jur^tu'  “« «•« 

CONTINENTAL  BOARD  OF  REVIEW 

‘KSSf.-S^ 
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* whlch  tbese  handlings  do  not  apply.  Therefore  there 
iMahC?ntlDentl1  ®oard  of  Review  established  at  each  POLO 
which  is  empowered  to  adjudicate  the  Batter.  Ary  person  with 

a  “7  *te  C°Ta2?/h0  f6els  that  bis  circumstances  war- 
reviewed  lf  reBt  ha=dliag  ffia7  CS7F  the  Board  to  have  his  case 

TOR  rl--  Chairman  01  tfce  Board  of  Review  is  the  most  senior 

ipu  rnm'Z  v 0  the  area  anf  tbe  Berbers  are  selected  fron  the 

Hen  p?  op  I  v°  HC0-  Tbe  Board  ls  convened  per 

HCO  PL  23  February  1978  BOARD  OF  REVIEW. 

*  -  •  •  .  FLAG  BOARD  OF  REVIEW  .  • 

Any  person  with  an  incomplete  covenant  who  has  presented 
♦  JS4.C^fe  CoDt icental  Board  of  Review  and  who  feels 

obaL  findings  and  adjudications  Bade  by  the  Continental 
Eoa.d  of  Review  are  unjust,  may  petition  the  Flag  Board  of 
Review  to  have  his  case  heard.  Full  particulars  of  that  per- 

d?”  ? <on=Uati°nvmUf w  b^  lacluded  plus  the  findings  and  adju¬ 
dications  ma-e  by  the  Continental  Board  of  Review.  Once  J 

byjt<e  RlaS  Board  of  Review,  any  decision  Bade  by  the 
Jrd  This  riag  Eoard  of  Review  shall  be 

HcS  Officfi°n  tSe  nfg'Lo'  ***  <?»**  *.\'*  ™  aad  ^nior 


:  ROUTING  FORM  . /V."-  •  '' 

n„ttdk0IJlrS  *or=  bas  beea  PrePared  and  attached  which  lays 
°^ttbnha5d»vng  ste?s  Rer  tfcis  PL-  .-It  is  noted  that  the  ini- 
hi  lnrl  '  l  *Ke  routi=e  Ior=  and  tbe  handling 'of  the  debt  Bust 
be  done  at  the  org  where  the  person  was  a  staff  Berber  These 
s.ejs  nay  be  done  by  mail  where  tbe  person  no  longer  lives'* 
°®a‘.  *-?*’*>•'  -  Jbe  ethics  handling  and  'case  clean-up  portions 

ZlSlUV  Is llil0™  **7  be  dCDe  Rt  aa7  ‘convenient  or/once 


,  - - -  V 


SUMMARY  • 

.^®u  ®ow  have  a  handling  for  those  who  have  "'failed  to 
complete. thelrstaff  covenants.  .  ' .  *  10  _ 

"AN  iTsTAFF^i-'-f  1^ne?^dij*b ^'be' ecnpleVe  handling  is" 

S8 S  ^%lxciEsA^AllUTs  7lSSSSoz„  • 

HOTlS  OF  Sc5SSlStT"£  ??IDGE.>^.99CT?I5HTE?.TO...TBE  FORWARD 
“•  •  •  •  -'  - •  *•*  •  -’tv-l  v.  .' y  -  i:  \  .'•  V. 

That  Is  a  worthwhile  product,  is  it  not?  * 


—  -  ?■ .  . .  *,  „ 


JT  i 
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ATTACHMENT 


■INCOMPLETE  COVENANT  ROUTING  mpw 


Eills  In  the  .following: 
A.  Person's  Kane: 

Date:_ _ 

Address: 

Zi  P;—  'phone: 


B.  Routes  "to  Cashier. 
RECEPTIONIST: 


2. 


CASHIER :  Does  the  following: 

A.  Goes  over  the  Freeloader's  account  and  figures  new 
OF  5TAFF*C0VENANT  EC0  11  JU“  81 '  VI0LATI0-V 


B. 

C. 

D. 

E. 


CASH  I  EH: 


Has  the  person  pa7  his  debt  in  full  if  possible, 
be  credited  to  his  account. 

2  25,42Ji4.JiS2-fL1i“  *“«  ««*■*  *•» 


3. 


ETHICS  OFFICER/MASTER  AT  ARMS ;  Does  the  following: 


B. 

C. 

D. 

E. 

F. 


Gets  C/S  okay  to  do  ethics  handling. 

s«* 

p"soc  a°"  «•*  *■■>?«•*  »i. 


s”2", 0ri"  t6“  “•  P.«on  Is  is 
G.  Routes  to  the  Receptionist . 

ethics  officer/raster  at  arms* 


ORR 


lid)  PI.  11.fi.8XH  -  2  - 

H'*v .  I8.XJ.82 

ATTACHMENT 

4.  RECEPTIONIST:  Does  the  following: 

A"  npifn"ateS  *  PC  Onto  Lines  Routing  Fora  for  the 
person. 

B.  Ensures  that  the  person  does  see  the  Registrar.  ' 

C.  Routes  this  R/F  to  the  Ethics  Officer/liAA. 

RECEPTIONIST.- _ 

5.  ETHICS  OFFICER/VASTER  AT ' ARMS V  '  • 

A*  Routing  Form  in  the  ex-staff  member's 

.  ETHICS  OFFICER/HASTER  AT  ARMS:  .  _ 
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EXHIBIT  C 


RELIGIOUS  TECHNOLOGY  CENTER* 

^yCoCder  6J  t fie  TXajirtics*  ans£  Scicrdo(ogv  fm  dcm  orfis 


August  30,  1587 


R ick  Aznaran 

5521  Greenville  Ave,  Suite  104 
Dallas,  TX  75206 


RE:  YOU R  PETITION 

i 


Dear  Rick, 

I  received  and  read  your  petition.  I  looked  into  what 
was  going  on  with  your  freeloader  debt  calculation,  and 
found  that  the  Inspector  General  'cr  Ethics  was  having  it 
re-calculated  as  there  were  err  .  sterling  from  lack  of 
no-charge  invoices  in  your  filo.s. 

He  has  this  straightened  out  now  and  you  will  receive 
the  correct  bill  shortly. 

According  to  the  Policy  Letter  you  quoted  from,  the 
past  service  of  the  ex-staff  member  is  taken  into  account  by 
applying  a  system  of  calculation  of  the  debt.  This  is  laid 
out  in  the  section  following  the  line  you  quoted.  I  have 
attached  a  copy  of  the  Policy  Letter  for  your  reference. 

According  to  same,  the  ethics  handling  to  be  done  on 
the  freeloader  is  to  occur  after  the  debt  is  paid  off  and 
before  further  services  are  taken  (see  section  entitled 
"Ethics  handling  and  case  clean  up"). 
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7  DEPOSITION 

EXHIBIT 


I  cannot  approve  your  petition  based  upon  the  data  you 
have  submitted  weighed  against  HCO  PL  11  June  1981R  Rev  18 
March  1982  VIOLATION  OF  STAFF  COVENANT.  However,  you  should 
know  that  there  is  a  procedure  laid  out  in  this  Policy 
Letter  for  people  who  consider  that  their  circumstances 
warrant  different  handling  than  the  procedure  laid  out 
earlier  in  this  Policy. 

Therefore,  once  you  receive  your  freeloader  billing  you 
may  CSW  pursuant  to  that  section  of  the  policy,  directly  to 
RTC.  IG  for  Ethics  will  oversee  any  such  request  received. 
If  you  do  go  this  route,  I  advise  you  to  submit  a  very 
detailed  and  complete  case  to  the  Board. 

Good  luck. 


Capt.  David  Miscavige 
Chairman  of  the  Board 
RTC 
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EXHIBIT  D 


) 


10  September,  1937 

Rick  and  Vicki  Aznaran 
5521  Greenville,  Ave 
Suite  104-754 
Dallas,  Texa£  75206 


Re:  Freeloader  bill 


Dear  Rick  and  Vicki, 


Enclosed  vou  will  f  >  --  • 

have  been  calculated  pursuant"' to  Fco'^rT  debt  bills- 

Therefore,  the  discounts^ or  the  debt  ac-uJ  ^  N  07  STAFF  COVZ.V 
vears  nf  q  n  _ _ _  ^  Sww^jea  during1  your*  f  i 


*•  u  . 


years  of  s.o.  service  have'cancelHd  oH-^r.y  debt  for 

Please  let  ne  know  if  you  have  any  creations  on  this. 


period, 


Sincerely, 
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M»  >  l 


RELIGIOUS  TECHNOLOGY  CENTER' 


.HvLLcr of  the  'Pidju .tics  utui  Scici tajiuiTv  tnuknnarks 


-ICS.  AZ  i'iASAN 


iDATI  i ITEM 


I _ 

1983 

1934 

i  o  a  ; 

1935 
1927 


!  DE3 1‘ 


'srr.r? 


-  .  5  nrs  a  u  o  i  1 1  r  c 


1  S  6  6  3  .  C  0 
i  S  7  0  4 . 0  0 
15774.00 
J  5  8  9  7  .  o  0 


"  "  3S897.50 

January,  ?e oruary) 


TOTAL  AUDITING 
5DS  discount  f< 

TOTAL  AUDITING 


Professional  Rates 


19.9.03 
22.12. 
21.5. 05 
23.5.35 
23.5.05 
23.5.35 

23.5.35 

28.6.35 
29.5.05 
30.6.05 


Computer  Course  oasic  nat 
Sir  Course 
Clean  me  nat 
Emissary  Proa  ram ' 

Messenger  TRS 
Messenger  Mini  Hat 
..a ten  Tip  target  "Duplication1 
Typing  format 
Messenger  Ley  Mora  List 
,A  „  Natcn  Tip  target  "Dictation" 
30. a. 35  Security  Packing 
30.6.35  Despatch  Routing 
30.6.35.  R  Security  Hatting 
5  .7.35  Exec  Status  I 
17.10.85  Match  Messenger  R.  Soaces 
TOTAL  TRAINING 


GRAND  TOTAL 
25.7.87 


1670. CO 
11264 . 00 
14706 . 00 
12566 . 40 

6233.20 


200.00 
200.00 
250.00 
35.00 
35.00 
35.00 
35.00 
35 . 00 
250 . 00 
35.00 
35.00 
35.00 
35.00 
1996.50 
35.00 


! TOTAL  I 


70%  Crecit  per  HCO  PL  Violation  of  Star; 
3.5  years  Covenant 


TOTAL  FREELOADER  BILL 


S46439.50 

“23244.30 

23244.30 


53746.50 
~ 26991.30 

“18393.91 
5  3097.39 


nn?  -t 


RELIGIOUS  TECHNOLOGY  CENTER' 

VIC'\I  AZNARAN  t/w  l^uiiwtius  ojuI  >cu:ntotoqv  troiiLTmirtis 


I  DATE 


ITEM 


I  DEB  IT  I  CREDIT  I  TOTAL  I 


.1 


.1 


1903 

0  nours  ai 

jcicing 

05663 

.00 

$ 53  4 4 

.00 

1284 

16  " 

ii 

0  $70  4 

.00 

11264 

.  00 

1205 

27  " 

H 

;  3  $  77  4 

.00 

20898 

.00 

1935 

15  " 

ji 

3  $897 

.  6  0 

13464 

.00 

1987 

9  " 

M 

II 

(January , 

Fe or uar 

y> 

0078, 

.40 

TOTAL 

AUDITING 

50%  di 

.SC 

ount  for  Frofessi 

onal  , 

rates 

TOTAL 

AUDITING 

17.2.03 

Computer 

Co  ur se 

oasic 

nat 

200. 

,00 

21.2.83 

D/Insp  General  Mini  nat 

50. 

,00 

24.10. 

33 

RTC  Corp 

Hat 

200. 

00 

12.1.04 

SIR  cours 

e 

200. 

00 

2.3.05 

OEC  Vol  7 

1340  . 

90 

2.7.35 

Inaex  cou 

rse 

500  . 

00 

16.10. 

35 

Watcn  tip 

target 

"Diet 

;aticn" 

05. 

00 

TOTAL  TRAINING 

GRAND  TOTAL  TRAINING  AND  AUDITING 

25.7.07  70%  Credit  Fer  HCO  PL  Violation  or  Staff 

Covenant 

TOTAL  FREELOADER  BILL 


$59048.40 

-29524.20 

29524.20 


$2575.90 
■  "32100.10 

-22470.07 
s  9630.03 
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EXHIBIT  E 


THE  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY*  INTERNATIONAL 


4751  Fountajn  Avenue  •  Los  Angeles  •  CA  90029 


Dear  Rick  and  Vicki, 

Per  the  loan  agreement  between  yourselves  and  Church  of 
Scientology  'International,  the  interest  on  the  principal  of  your 
loan  is  to  be  paid  anually  on  or  before  31  December  of  each  year. 

I  do  not  have  any  record  of  the  interest  for  1987  being  paid. 
If  you  have  sent  the  payment  in  please  let  me  know  who  it  was  sent 
to  so  that  I  can  properly  record  the  payment. 

If  the  interest  payment  has  not  been  sent  yet  please  send  it. 
Make  the  check  payable  to  "Church  of  Scientology  International." 


You  can  send  the  payment  directly  to  me  C/O 
Fountain  Ave.  LA,  Cal  90029. 


/ 


Finance,  4751 


Sincerely  Yours, 


Ifarilyn  yCl 
Resezyprs  A 


ifanlyn  yClume 
Reserves  Admin 
Int  Fin  Office 


cc:  Inspector  General  for  Ethics, 
RTC 
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EXHIBIT 


I 


) 

THE  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY*  INTERNATIONAL 

47J1  Fountain  Avenue  •  Los  Angeles  •  CA  90029 


15  March  19S8 

Rick  and  Vicki  Aznaran 
5111  Xiamesha  Way 
Mesquite,  TX  75150 


Second  Notice 


Dear  Rick  and  Vicki, 

Per  the  lean  agreement  between  yourselves  and  the  Church 
of  Scientology  International,  the  interest  on  the  principal  on 
y°ur  lean  is  to  be  paid  annually  on  or  before  31  December  of 

each  year. 

I  do  not  have  any  record  of  the  interest  for  1987  be'nc 

paid. 

If  the  interest  payment  has  not  been  sent  yet  please  do 
so.  The  check  should  be  made  out  to  Church  of  Scientolocy 
International  and  sent  to  me  at  4751  Fountain  Ave.  Los 
Angelas,  CA  90C29. 


Sincerely  Yours, 


KarnyrPt^uh  hr" 
Reserves  Adrtin 
c/dJEnt  finance 
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EXHIBIT  G 


Church  of  Scientology  International 


1988 


Rick  and  Vicki  Aznaran 
5435  Belmont* 

Dallas,  TX  75206 


Third  Notice 


Dear  Rick  and  Vicki  Aznaran, 


I  still  do  not  have  any  record  that  you  have  paid  any  of 
the  interest  on  the  loan  you  have  with  Church  of  Scientology 
International  for  1987. 

Per  the  loan  agreement  the  interest  on  the  principal  on 
your  loan  is  to  be  paid  annually  on  or  before  31  December  of 
each  year.  Additionally,  the  interest  for  1988  is  due  by  the 
end  of  this  month. 

If  the  interest  for  1987  and  1988  has  not  been  sent  yet 
please  do  so.  The  ch&'!'  should  be  made  out  to  Church  of 
Scientology  Interna.tio.Uwx  and  sent  to  me  at  6331  Hollywood 
Blvd. ,  Los  Angeles,  California  9C028. 


“The  Sun  Never  Sets  on  Scientology© 

Sckntotofy  Supplied  Reiijjous  Philosophy 
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MOXON 

DECLARATION 


1 


) 


DECLARATION  OF  KENDRICK  L.  MOXON 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


I,  Kendrick  L.  Moxon,  do  hereby  declare  and  state: 

1.  I  am  an  attorney,  admitted  to  practice  in  the  State  of 
California  and  before  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Central  District  of  California.  I  am  counsel  of  record  for 
defendants  and  counter-claimants  Church  of  Scientology 
International  and  Church  of  Spiritual  Technology  in  the 
instant  action.  I  am  completely  familiar  with  the  facts  and 
proceedings  in  this  case  thus  far.  I  have  personal  knowledge 
of  the  facts  set  forth  herein  and  if  called  upon  to  testify,  I 
could  and  would  do  so  competently.  I  make  this  declaration  in 
support  of  defendants'  motion  for  a  preliminary  injunction. 

2.  Eetween  1983  and  1987,  Vicki  Aznaran  was  in  a 
fiduciary  relationship  to  the  Religious  Technology  Center. 

During  most  of  that  time,  she  was  the  Inspector  General  of  the 
Religious  Technology  Center.  This  position  was  one  of  the 
highest  ecclesiastical  positions  in  the  religion,  as  the 
Religious  Technology  Center  was  .  ,’esponsible  for  preserving  the 
integrity  of  the  religious  practices  of  the  Churches  of 
Scientology  in  accordance  with  the  scriptural  works  of  the 
founder  of  the  religion.  Vicki  Aznaran  was  thus  in  a  position 
to  acquire  much  information  of  a  confidential  nature,  including 
information  about  legal  strategies  and  decisions  of  defendants 
and  information  about  private  religious  practices  of 
Scientology.  From  approximately  1983  to  1986,  Richard  Aznaran 
was  a  Church  employee  at  various  times  in  charge  of  security  for 
Church  organizations.  He  was  also  in  a  position  to  acquire 
information  of  a  confidential  ecclesiastical  nature. 
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From  January,  1986  until  March,  1987,  Richard  Aznaran  performed 
similar  functions  for  the  Estate  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard. 

3.  Vicki  and  Richard  Aznaran,  plaintiffs  in  the  instant 
action,  entered  into  mutual  release  agreements  with  my  clients 
and  other  defendants  on  April  9,  1987.  Said  agreements 
include  promises  by  plaintiffs  to  maintain  strict 
confidentiality  and  silence  with  respect  to  their  experiences 
with  the  Church  of  Scientology  and  any  knowledge  or  information 
they  may  have  concerning  the  Church  of  Scientology.  Exhibit  A, 
at  para.  6C,  Ex.  B  at  para.  6C.  The  agreements  also 
included  promises  by  plaintiffs  to  refrain  from  voluntarily 
assisting  or  cooperating  with  any  person  in  any  proceeding 
against  any  Scientology  organization.  Ex.  A  at  para.  6E,  Ex. 

B  at  para.  6E.  The  agreements  further  provided  that  plaintiffs 
would  not  testify  or  otherwise  participate  in  any  judicial, 
administrative  or  legislative  proceeding  adverse  to  Scientology 
or  any  of  the  Scientology  organizations,  individuals  or 
entities  unless  compelled  to  do  so  by  law'rul  subpoena  or  other 
lawful  process.  Ex.  A  at  para.  6F,  By.  L  at  para.  6F.  Both 
plaintiffs  further  agreed  not  to  discuss  their  experiences  or 
personal  or  indirectly  acquired  knowledge  or  information 
concerning  Scientology  with  anyone  other  than  members  of  their 
immediate  family.  Ex.  A  at  para.  6F,  Ex.  B  at  para.  6F. 

4.  Notwithstanding  these  agreements,  plaintiffs  have 
repeatedly  and  blatantly  violated  their  promises  both  before 
and  since  the  commencement  of  the  instant  law  suit. 

5.  I  am  counsel  of  record  for  the  plaintiff  and 
cross-defendant  Church  of  Scientology  International  in  a  case 
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entitled  Religious  Technology  Center,  et.  al.  v.  Joseph  A. 
Yannv,  et.  al. ,  Case  No.  C  690  211  (Los  Angeles  Sup.  Ct.). 

This  is  an  action  brought  by  the  Religious  Technology  Center 
against  Yanny,  a  former  attorney  for  various  of  the  defendants 
in  this  action.  Yanny  was  employed  by  these  defendants  from 
approximately  1983  until  the  end  of  1987,  the  same  time  that 
Vicki  Aznaran  was  President  of  Religious  Technology  Center. 
That  litigation  against  Yanny  concerns  disputes  over  Yanny 's 
billings  to  the  Church  and  Yanny' s  breaches  of  his  fiduciary 
relationship  with  the  Church. 

6.  According  to  deposition  testimony  of  both  Richard 
Aznaran  and  Vicki  Aznaran,  plaintiffs  in  this  action  met  with 
Yanny  numerous  times'  during  the  period  March  18,  1988  to  March 
30,  1988.  They  discussed  this  lawsuit,  the  nature  of  their 
claims,  the  statute  of  limitations  problems  and  other  issues. 
They  also  discussed  strategy,  what  they  knew  about  defendants' 
approaches  to  litigation  and  how  to  exploit  what  they  perceived 
as  weaknesses  in  these  approaches  in  order  to  assist  Yanny  in 
his  litigation  against  the  Church.  (Ex.  I,  Imposition  of 
Richard  Aznaran,  pp.  44-50,  93,  190-191,  179-180.  190-191;  Ex. 
G,  Deposition  of  Vicki  Aznaran,  pp.  319-320;  Ex.  K,  Declaration 
of  Dorothy  Peti) 

7.  In  approximately  June  of  1988,  Vicki  and  Richard 
Aznaran  spent  over  eight  hours  talking  to  Los  Angeles  Times 
reporters  Robert  Welkos  and  Joel  Sappell  about  their 
experiences  with  various  of  the  defendants,  including  the 
Religious  Technology  Center,  both  real  and  imagined.  (Ex.  G  at 
48-59,  55;  Ex.  I  at  222-23) 
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8.  In  their  deposition  testimony  in  that  case,  the 
Aznarans  testified  that  they  called  and  met  with  Bent  Corydon, 
former  Scientologist  and  plaintiff  in  lawsuits  against  the 
Church,  and  discussed  with  him  their  experiences  with  the 
Religious  Technology  Center  and  other  Church  entities.  These 

i  discussions  occurred  during  the  time  that  Corydon  was  involved 
in  litigation  against  RTC  and  others.  (Ex.  G  at  76-91) 

9.  I  am  also  counsel  of  record  for  cross-claimants  in  a 
case  captioned  Corydon  v.  Church  of  Scientology 
International,  et.  al.  Case  No.  C  694  401  (Los  Angeles  Sup. 

Ct . ) .  Vicki  Aznaran  has  also  voluntarily  authored  various 
declarations  and  affidavits  (5  in  total)  for  use  in  the 
Corydon  lawsuit  and  in  another  lawsuit  brought  by  Corydon 
against  various  Churches  of  Scientology.  The  most  recent 
affidavit  was  executed  on  September  29,  1989.  To  the  best  of 
my  knowledge  and  belief,  the  Aznarans  continue  to  violate  the 
confidentiality  provisions  of  their  release  agreements  by 
continuing  to  meet  and  discuss  with  Corydon  their  experiences 
with  various  of  the  defendants  in  this  case  and  to  assist 
Corydon  in  his  litigation  against  the  Church. 

10.  The  declarations  and  affidavits  voluntarily  prepared 
by  Vicki  Aznaran  for  use  by  Bent  Corydon  revealed 
information  learned  during  attorney-client  privileged 
discussions  which  occurred  during  the  time  when  Vicki  Aznaran 
acted  on  behalf  of  one  of  the  defendants  in  this  lawsuit, 
information  as  to  her  own  experiences  with  defendants, 
including  her  employment  history,  her  claims  in  this  lawsuit, 
and  information  allegedly  imparted  to  her  by  senior  officials 
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of  Scientology  organizations  while  she  was  a  fiduciary. 

11.  I  am  also  counsel  of  record  for  plaintiffs  and 
counter-defendants  in  Religious  Technology  Center,  et.  al. 
v.  Robin  Scott/Larrv  Wollersheim.  et.  al..  Case  Nos.  CV 
85-711  JMI(Bx),  85-7197  JMI(Bx).  In  that  case  as  well,  Vicki 
Aznaran  voluntarily  met  with  parties  in  litigation  with  the 
Church  in  June,  1988  and,  in  October,  1988  voluntarily  filed  a 
declaration  which  revealed  information  in  violation  of  her 
release  agreement  with  defendants  herein.  In  that  declaration, 
Vicki  Aznaran  described  the  chronology  of  her  purported 
experiences  while  a  member  and  staff  member  of  different 
Churches  of  Scientology  and  other  confidential  information 
learned  while  Vicki  was  in  a  fiduciary  capacity  within  RTC 
and/or  CSI. 

12.  Plaintiffs'  disclosures  of  confidential  information 
and  of  information  about  their  own  experiences  while  members 
and  staff  of  various  defendant  organizations  have  caused  and 
will  continue  to  cause  irreparable  harm  to  defendants.  The 
dissemination  of  such  information  to  parties  in  litigation 
against  the  Church  causes  obvious  and  continuing  harm  to 
defendants.  These  disclosures  are  directly  in  violation  of 
plaintiffs'  contractual  obligations  with  defendants  not  to 
disclose  any  such  information. 

13.  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  A  is  a  true  and  correct 
copy  of  a  document  entitled  "MUTUAL  RELEASE  AGREEMENT"  signed 
by  Vicki  Aznaran  and  others,  previously  submitted  in  this 
action . 

14 .  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  B  is  a  true  and  correct 
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copy  of  a  document  entitled  "MUTUAL  RELEASE  AGREEMENT,"  signed 
by  Rick  Aznaran  and  others,  previously  submitted  in  this 
action. 

15.  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  C  is  a  true  and  correct 
copy  of  a  document  entitled  "MUTUAL  RELEASE  AGREEMENT,"  signed 
by  Rick  Aznaran  and  others,  previously  submitted  in  this 
action . 

16.  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  D  is  a  true  and  correct 
copy  of  an  order  dated  July  22,  1989  in  the  Stansfield.  et 
al.  v.  Starkey,  et  al.  action,  Case  No.  001012,  Los 
Angeles  Superior  Court,  previously  submitted  in  this  action. 

17 .  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  E  is  a  true  and  correct 
copy  of  the  face  page  of  the  complaint  in  Pennea .  et  al.  v. 
Church  of  Scientology  International,  et  al..  Florida  Circuit 
Court,  Case  No.  88-30050,  previously  submitted  i_n  this  action. 

18.  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  F  is  a  true  and  correct 
copy  of  the  dismissal  of  the  Pennea  action,  dated  January  5, 
1989,  previously  submitted  in  this  action. 

19.  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  G  are  true  and  correct 
copies  of  relevant  pages  from  the  deposition  of  Vicki  Aznaran 
in  the  instant  action. 

20.  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  H  is  a  true  and  correct 
copy  of  the  Declaration  of  Lawrence  E.  Heller,  December  12, 
1988,  previously  submitted  in  this  action. 

21.  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  I  are  true  and  correct 
copies  of  relevant  pages  from  the  deposition  of  Rick  Aznaran  in 
the  instant  action. 

22.  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  J  is  a  true  and  correct 
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EXHIBIT  A 


KUTUAL  RELEASE  AGREEMENT 

1.  This  KUTUAL  RELEASE  AGREEMENT  is  cade  and  entered  into 

by  and  between  VICKI  AZNARAN  and  the  Religious  Technology 

Center;  Church  of  Scientology  International;  Church  of 

* 

Scientology  of  California;  Church  of  Spiritual  Technology;  all 
other  Scientology  organizations  or  entities  as  veil  as  the 
officers,  agents,  representatives,  employees,  volunteers, 
trustees,  directors,  successors,  assigns,  and  legal  counsel  of 
each  of  the  forgoing  organizations  or  entities;  Pat  Broeker 
and  Anne  Broeker  (hereinafter  collectively  referred  to  as  the 
"CHURCH") ;  and  Author  Services  Incorporated,  it's  officers, 
agents,  representatives,  er.ployees,  volunteers,  trustees, 
directors,  successors,  assigns  and  legal  counsel;  the  Estate 
of  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  it's  executor,  beneficiaries,  legal 
counsel  and  employees;  Author's  Easily  Trust,  it's  trustee, 
employees,  beneficiaries,  and  legal  counsel  (hereinafter 
collectively  referred  to  as  the  "ESTATE/ASI") . 

2.  The  CHURCH  agrees  to  indemnify  VICKI  AZNARAN  against 
any  damages  stemming  freu  lawsuits  which  exist  now  or  are 
brought  against  her  in  the  future  arising  out  of  her 
association  with  the  Church  of  Scientology  or  any  posts  she 
has  held  in  the  Church.  It  is  understood  that'  as  a  part  of 
this  agreement  the  CHURCH  vill  provide  free  legal  counsel  to 
VICXI  AZNARAN  providing  she  cooperates  fully  with  the  CHURCH 
and  CHURCH  attorneys  and  she  contacts  the  CHURCH  immediately 
when  she  becomes  aware  of  any  potential  or  real  legal  threat 
to  herself  and/or  the  CHURCH. 
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3.  Tor  amd  in  consideration  of  tie  above  mutual 
covenants,  conditions  and  release  contained  herein,  VICKI 

A2KAMN  i0es  hereby  »e»Ht  and  forever  discharge  for 

herself,  hex  heirs,  successors,  executors,  administrators  and 
assigns,  the  CHTOCH  and  the  ESTATI/ASI  froo  any  and  all 
Clairs,  demands,  damages,  actions  and  ca'uses  of  action  cf 
every  hind  and  nature,  known  or  unknown,  from  the  beginning  of 
tine  to  and  including  the  date  hereof. 

4.  for  and  in  consideration  cf  the  mutual  covenants, 
conditions  and  release  contained  herein,  the  CHOTCH  ,„d  the 
KSTATE/ASI  do  hereby  release,  acquit  and  forever  discharge  for 
it,  its  successors  and  assigns,  VICKI  AZNARAN,  her  agents 
representatives,  heirs,  successors,  assigns,  legal  counsel  and 
estate  and  each  of  them,  of  and  from  any  and  all  claims, 
causes  of  action,  demands,  damages  and  actions  cf  every  kind 
and  nature,  known  or  unknown,  for  or  because  of  any  act  or 

emission  allegedly  done  by  VICKI  AZNASAN  from  the  beginning  of 
tiae  to  and  including  the  date  hereof. 


.  5*  2t  18  Undftrstcod  this  autual  release  is  not  an 

adaission  of  liability  on  the  part  of  any  party  to  this 

Agreeaent.  In  executing  this  Release  Agreeaent#  VICXI  AZNARA.V 
acknowledges  that  she  has  released  the  organizations, 
individuals  and  entities  listed  in  Paragraph  1.’  ' 

6.  Further,  the  undersigned  hereby  agree  to  the 
following: 

A.  That  liability  for  any  claias  is  expressly  denied  by  . 
each  party  herein  released,  and  this  Agreeaent  shall  never  be 
treated  as  an  adaission  of  liability. or  responsibility  at  any 
tiae  for  any  purpose.- 
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B.  VICKI  AZNAKAN  has  been  fulv,  ,,  ,  ^ 

n  rul1*  advised  d  understands 
th>t  "*  all'Set!  ln;iUrl*S  “  »°ney  claims  sustained  by 

ter  °f  IUCh  Chi'“=t'r  the  fun  extent  end  type  of 

injuries  or  money  claims  may  not  be  known  et  the  date  hereof 

»nd  it  is  further  understood  thet  said  alleged  injuries, 

whether  know*  or  unknown  et  the  date  hereof.  might  possibly 

become  progressively  worse  end  that  as  e  result,  damages  may 

be  sustained  by  VICKI  AZNARAH;  nevertheless,  VICKI  A2NAAAH 

desires  by  this  document  to  forever  end  fully  release  the 

CKUKCH  end  the  ISTATZ/ASI.  VICKI  A2NARAH  understands  that  by 

the  execution  of  this  release  no  claims  arising  out  of  her 

experience  with,  or  ections  by,  the  CKUKCH  end  the  2STAT2/ASI 

drom  the  beginning  of  tine  to  and  including  the  date  hereof 

Vhuch  may  now  exist  or  which  may  exist  in  the  future  may  ever 

be  asserted  by  her  or  on  her  behalf,  against  the  CKUKCH  and  ‘ 
the  Z STATS/AS I. 

.  c.  VICKI  AZNARAN  agrees  never  to  create  or  publish 
•=r  attempt  to  publish,  and/or  assist  another  to  create  f,r 
'  publication  by  means  of  magarine,  article,  book  or  other 
similar  form,  any  writing,  or  to  broadcast,  or  to  assist  ' 
another  to  create,  write,  film  or  video  tape  or  audio  tape, 
any  show,  program  or  movie,  concerning  her  experiences  with 
the  Church  of  Scientology,  or  personal  or  indirectly  acquired 
knowledge  or  information  concerning  the  church  of  Scientology, 
r.  Ron  Hubbard,  or  any  entities  and  individuals  listed  in 
Paragraph  1  above,  VICKI  AZHASAN  further 'agrees  that  she  will 
maintain  strict  confidentiality  and  silence  with  respect  to  •  ' 
her  experiences  with  the  Church  of  Scientology  and  any  085 

knowledge  or  information  she  may  have  concerning  the  church  o^O 
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Scientology,  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  or  any  of  the  organization*, 
individuals  and  entities  listed  in  Paragraph  1  above.  VICKI 
AZNARAH  expressly  understands  that  the  non-disclosure 
provisions  of  this  subparagraph  shall  apply,  but  not  be 
limited  to,  the  contents  or  substance  of  any  documents  she  may 
have  possessed  while  in  the  Church  including  but  not  limited 
to  any  tapes,  films,  photographs,  or  variations  thereof  which 
concern  or  relate  to  the  religion  of  Scientology,  L.  Ron 
Hubbard,  or  any  of  the  organizations,  individuals,  or  entities 
listed  in  Paragraph  1  above.  VICKI  AZNARAN  agrees  that  if  the 
terms  of  this  paragraph  are  breached  by  her,  that  the 
aggrieved  party  listed  hereinabove  would  be  entitled  to 
liquidated  damages  in  the  amount  of  $10,000  for  each  such 
breach.  The  reasonableness  of  the  amount  of  such  damages  are 
hereto  acknowledged  by  VICKI  AZNARAN. 

D‘-  VICKI  AZNARAN  agrees  to  return  to  the  CHURCH  at  the 
tine  of  the  consummation  of  this  Agreement,  all  materials  in 
her  possession,  custody  or  control  of  any  nature  -  except  for 
any  materials  she  personally  possesses  that  are  generally 
publically  available  and  sold  by  the  Church  or  their 
authorized  agents  -  any  documents,  papers,  memorandums,  tapes, 
films,  photographs,  or  any  variations  thereof  which  concern  or 
relate  to  the  religion  of  Scientology  or  any  of  the  persons  or 
entities  listed  in  Paragraph  1  above. 

2.  VICKI  AZNARAN  agrees  that  she  will  not  voluntarily 

assist  or  cooperate  with  any  person  adverse  to  the  religion  of 

Scientology  in  any  proceeding  against  any  of  the  Scientology 

organizations,  or  cooperate  with  any  person  adverse  to 

any  of  the  organizations,  individuals  or  entities  listed  in 

•  «  ^ 
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Paragraph  1  above  in  any  proceeding  against. any  of  the 
organizations,  individuals,  or  entities  listed  in  Paragraph  1 
aiove.  VICKI  A2NAKAK  also  agrees  that  she  vill  not  cooperate 
in  any  Banner  vlth  any  organizations  aligned  against 
Scientology. or  any  of  the  organizations,' individuals,  or 
entities  listed  in  Paragraph  1  above. 

F.  VICKI  AZNARAN  agrees  not  to  testify  or  otherwise 
participate  in  any  other  judicial,  administrative  or 
legislative  proceeding  adverse  to  Scientology  or  any  of  the 
organizations,  individuals  or  entities  listed  in  Paragraph  1 
*hove  unless  compelled  to  do  so  by  lawful  subpoena  or  other 
lawful  process.  Unless  required  to  do  so  by  such  subpoena, 

VICKI  AZNAPAK  agrees  not  to  discuss  her  experiences  or 
personal  or  indirectly  acquired  Knowledge  or  information 
concerning  the  organizations,  individuals,  or  enitities  listed 
in  Paragraph  1,  vith  anyone  other  than  members  of  her 
immediate  family.  VICKI  AZNARAN  shall  not  make  herself 
amenable  to  service  of  any  such  subpoena  in  a  manner  which 
invalidates  the  intent  of  this  agreement.  As  provided 

hereinafter  in  Paragraph  16,  the  contents  of  this  Agreement 
cay  not  be  disclosed. 

C.  VICKI  AZNARAN  hereby  acknowledges  and  affirms  that 
•he  is  not  under  the  influence  cf  any  drug,  narcotic,  alcohol 
or  other  aind-influencing  substance,  condition  or.  ailment  such 
.that  her  ability  to  fully  understand  the  meaning  of  this 
Agreement  and  the  significance  thereof  is  adversely  affected. 

7.  This  Release  Agreement  contains  the  entire  Agreement  087 
between  the  parties  hereto,  and  the  terms  of  this  Release  are  X2  ' 
contractual  and  not  a  mere  recital.  This  Release  may  be 


amended  only  by  a  written  instrument  executed  by  the 
undersigned.  The  parties  hereto  have  carefully  read  and 
understand  the  contents  of  this  Release  Ajreenent  and  sign  the 
sane  cf  their  cvn  free  vill,  and  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
parties  to  be  legally  bound  hereby.  Ko  .other  prior  or 
eontenperaneous  agreenents,  oral  or  written,  respecting  such 
natters,  vhich  are  not  specifically  incorporated  herein  shall 
be  deened  to  in  any  vay  exist  or  bind  any  of  the'parties 
hereto. 

8.  VICKI  AZNAAAN  agrees  that  she  will  not  assist  or 
advise  anyone,  including  partnerships,  associations  or 
corporations,  contemplating -any  claim  or  engaged  in  litigation 
cr  involved  in  or  contemplating  any  activity  adverse  to  the 
interests  of  any  entity  cr  class  of  persons  listed  above  in 
Paragraph  1  of  this  Agreement. 

9.  Tube  parties  to  this  Agreement  acknowledge  that  all 
Par"^es  enter  into  this  Agreement  freely,  voluntarily, 
knowingly  and  willingly,  without  any  threats,  intimidation  cr 
pressure  of  any  kind  whatsoever  and  voluntarily  execute  this 
Agreement  of  their  own  free  will. 

10.  In  the  event  any  provision  hereof  is  unenforceable, 
such  provision  shall  not  affect  the  enforceability  of  any 
other  provision  hereof. 

11.  Each  party  warrants  that  it  has  had  an  opportunity 

to  seek  independent  legal  advice  with  respect  to  the 
advisability  of  making  the  settlement  provided  for  herein  and 
in  executing  this  Agreement.  Notwithstanding,  VICKI  AZNAKAN 
warrants  that  she  fully  understand  the  full  nature  and  legal 
consequences  of  this  agreement.  ’•  *-  13 
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.  22  *  T^ie  Partles  to  this  Agreement  acknowledge  that  all 
parties  have  conducted  sufficient  deliberation  and 
investigation,  either  personally  or  through  other  sources  of 
their  own  choosing,  and  have  had  the  opportunity  to  seek 
advice  of  counsel  regarding  the  terns  and  conditions  set  forth 
herein,  so  that  they  nay  intelligently  exercise  their  own 
judgment  in  deciding  whether  or  not  to  execute  this  Agreement. 

13.  The  parties  hereto  acknowledge  that  they  have  not 
made  any  Statement,  representation  or  promise  to  the  other 
party  regarding  any  fact  material  to  this  Agreement  except  as 
expressly  set  forth  herein.  Furthermore,  except  as  expressly 
stated  in  this  Agreement,  the  parties  in  executing  this 
Agreement  do  not  rely  upon  any  statement,  representation  or 
promise  by  the  other  party  or  of  any  officer,  agent,  employee, 
representative  or  attorney  for  the  other  party. 

14.  The  parties  to  this  Agreement  agree  that  all  parties 
have  carefully  read  this  Agreement  and  understand  the  contents 
thereof  and  that  each  reference  in  this  Agreement  to  any  party 
includes  successors,  assigns,  principals,  agents  and  employees 
thereof. 

15.  Fach  party  warrants  that  the  persons  signing  this 
Agreement  have  the  full  right  and  authority  to  enter  into  this 
Agreement  on  behalf  of  the  parties  for  whom  they  are  signing. 

16.  The  parties  hereto  each  agree  not  to  disclose  the 
contents  of  this  executed  Agreement. 

5 
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IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  the  . 

partl”  fer.to  have  entered  Into 
«nd  executed  this  Agreeaent,  on  the 

J 

jL?  \//c£/j: 


dat*  opposite  their  neat*. 


Dated: 


Dated  /jfifl  tff} 


Dated 


Dated: _ ^ *) 


Dated 


Dated:t 


asp 


Dated:  l^?7 


■Rfligious  technology 

CENTER  ^ 


p^IRCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 


_JrJ5H  °p’ spiritual 
technology 


author  services  INC. 
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EXHIBIT  B 


MUTUAL  RELEASE  AGREEMENT 

1.  This  MUTUAL  RELEASE  AGRZEMrNT 

i*‘~NT  is  cade  and  entered 

into  by  »nd  between  TICK  AZNARAH  end  the  Teligious  Technology 

•  CMterf  Church  of  Sci‘ntol°Sy  international ;  church  of 
Scientology  of  Californio,  church. of  Spiritual  Technology,  ell 
other  Scientology  organizations  or  entities  as  well  as  the 
officers,  agents,  representatives,  erploy.es,  volunteers 
trustees,  directors,  successors,  assigns,  and  legal  counsel  of 
each  of  the  forgoing  organizations  or  entities,  Tat  Broehe- 
end  Anne  Breeder  (hereinafter  collectively  referred  to  as  the 
"CHUTCH")  and  Author  Services  Incorporated,  it's  officers, 
agents,  representatives,  erplovees,  volunteers,  trustees, 
directors,  successors,  assigns  and  legal  counsel,  the  rotate 
•  Of  L.  Ton- Hubbard,  it's  executor,  beneficiaries,:  legal 
counsel  and  eaploy.es,  Author's  Faaily  Trust,  it's  trusts- 
eaployees,  beneficiaries,' and  legal  counsel  (hereinafter 
collectively  referred  to  as  the  "ISTATZ/ASI")  . 

2.  The  CHUTCH  agrees  to  indemnify  tick  AZKAKAN  against 
any  daaages  steaming  froa  lawsuits  which  exist  now  or  are 
brought  against  hio  in  the  future  arising  out  of  his 
association  with  the  church  of  Scientology  or  any  posts  he' 
has  held  in  the  church.  It  is  understood  that  «  a  part  of 
this  agreement  the  CHUTCH  will  provide  free  legal  counsel  to 
HICK  AZNARAU  providing  he  cooperates  fully  with  the  CHUTCH 
find  CHUTCH  attorneys  and  he  contacts  the  CHUTCH  iaaediately 

when  he  becomes  aware  of  any  potential  or  real  legal  threat 
to  himself  and/or  the  CHURCH. 
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3.  For  and  in  consideration  of  the  above  mutual  ' 
covenants,  conditions  and  release  contained  herein,  RICK  ' 
A2NASAN  does  hereby  release,  acquit  and  forever  discharge  for 
himself,  his  heirs,  successors,  executors,  administrators  and 
assigns,  the  CHURCH  and  the  ESTATE/ASI  fron  any  and  all 
clains,-  demands,  damages,  notions  and  causes  of  action  of 

every  Xind  and  nature,  Xnovn  or  unXnovn,  fron  the  beginning  of 
tine  to  and  including  the  date  hereof. 

For  and  in  consideration  of  the  mutual  covenants,  . 
conditions  and  release  contained  herein,  the  CHURCH  and  the 
ZS7ATE/AST  do  hereby  release,  acquit  and  forever  discharge  for 
at,  its  successors  and  assigns,  Rlcx  AZNARA.V,  bis  agents, 
representatives,  heirs,  successors,  assigns,  legal  counsel  and 
estate  and  each  of  then,  of  and  fron  any  and  all  claims, 
causes  of  action,  demands,  damages  and  actions  of  every  Xind 
and  nature,  Xnovn  or  unXnovn,  for  or  because  of  any  act  or  ' 
omission  allegedly  done  by  Rlcx  AZNARAH  from  the  beginning  of 
tine  to  and  including  the  date  hereof. 


5.  It  is  understood  that  this  mutual  release  is  not  an 
admission  of  liability  on  the  part  of  any  party  to  inis 
Agreement.  In  executing  this  Release  Agreement,  Rlcx  AZNAFAA* 
aeXnovledges  that  he  has  released  the  organisations, 
individuals  and  entities  listed  in  Paragraph  1. 

Further,  the  undersigned  hereby  agree  to  the  * 
following: 

A.  That  liability  for  any  clains  is  expressly  denied  by 
each  party  herein  released,  and  this  Agreement  shall  never  be 
treated  as  an  admission  of  liability  or  responsibility  at  any 
time  for  any  purpose. 
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B.  SICK  -^ASA*  has  been  fully  advised  end  understands 
thet  any  alleged  injuries  or  alleged  money  claims  sustained  by 
bin  are  of  such  character  that  the  full  extent  and  type  of 
injuries  or  money  claims  bay  not  be  known  at  the  date  hereof, 
and  it  is  further  understood  that  said  alleged  injuries, 
whether  known  or  unknown  at  the  date  hereof,  right  possibly 
become  progressively  worse  and  that  as  a  result,  damages  nay 
be  sustained  by  SICK  A2KAKAN.-  nevertheless,  SICK  AIHAKAX 
desires  by  this  document  to  forever  and  fully  release  the 
CKUSCH  and  the  ESTATS/ASI.  SICK  AZKAKAK  understands  that  by 
■  the  execution  of  this  release  no  olairs  arising  out  of  h<s 
experience  with,  or  notions  by,  the  ckvsch  ani  the  istati/asi, 
from  the  beginning  of  tire  to  and  including  the  date  hereof,  ’ 
Which  nay  now  exist  or  which  nay  exist  in  the  future  nay  ever 

be  asserted  by  him  or  on  his  behalf,  against  the  CKUSCH  and 
the  ZSTAT2/ASI. 

C.  SICK  A2NASAN  agrees  never  to  create  or  publish 
cr  attempt  to  publish,  and/or  assist  another  to  create  for 
publication  by  neans  of  magazine,  article,  book  or  other 
similar  form,  any  writing,  or  to  broadcast,  or  to  assist 
'  another  to  create,  write,  film  or  video  tap.  or  audio  tape, 
any  show,  program  or  movie,  concerning  his  experiences  with 
the  Church  of  Scientology,  or  personal  or  indirectly  acquired 
knowledge  or  information  concerning  the  Church  of  Scientology, 

L'  Eon  hubbard,  ’  or  any  entities  and  individuals  listed  in 
Paragraph  1  above.  KICK  AZNAKAN  further  agrees  that  he  will  • 
maintain  strict  confidentiality  and  silence  with  respect  to 
his  experiences  with  the  church  of  Scientology  and  any 
knowledge  or  information  he  may  have  Concerning  the  church  of 
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Scientology ,  J%  Ren  Hubbard,  or  anv  c,*  tv.  •  , 

'  *  any  of  the  organizations, 

individuals  and  antiti.s  listed  in  Paragraph  1  above.  rjc* 

*******  eX?re5Sl-V  Uni'rst^is  that  the  non-disclosure 
provisions  of  this  subparagraph  shall  apply,  but  not  be 

limited  to,  the  contents  or  substanr*  .  , 

sucstance  of  any  documents  he  aay 

have  possessed  vhile  in  the  Church  including  hut  not  United 

.  t0  *ny  ta?'S'  fllns'  Ph°tographs(  or  variations  thereof  which 
concern  or  relate  to  the  religion' of  Scientology.  t.  Ron 

Hubbard,  or  any  of  the  organizations,  individuals,  or  entities 
■  listed  in  Paragraph  1  above.  PICK  AZNAPAH  agrees  that  if  the 
terras  of  this  paragraph  are  breached  by  hin,  that  the 
aggrieved  party  listed  hereinabove  would  be  entitled  to 
liquidated  damages  in  the  amount  of  $10,000  for  each  such 
breach.  The  reasonableness  of  the  anount  of  such  derates  are 
hereto  acknowledged  by  RICK  AZNARAN. 

D.  SICK  A2NAFA.N  agrees  to  return  to  the  CKBMS  at  the 
tin,  of  the  consummation  of  this  Agreen.nt,  all  materials  in 

■  custodl'  »r  control  of  any  nature  -  .XCePt  for  • 

any  naterials  he  personally  possesses  that  are  generally 

publically  available  and  sold  by  the  Church  or  their 
authorized  agents  -  any  documents,  papers,  memorandums,  tapes, 
films,  photographs,  or  any  variations  thereof  which  concern  or 
relate  to  the  religion  of  Scientology  or  any  of  the  persons  or 
entities  listed  in # Paragraph *1  above. 

-  E.  HICK  A2NAPAH  agrees  that  he  will  not  voluntarily 
assist  or  cooperate  with  any  person  adverse  to  the  religion  of' 
Scientology  in  any  proceeding  against  any  of  the  Scientology 
organizations,  or  cooperate  with  any  person  adverse  to 
any  of  the  organizations,  individuals,  and  entities  listed  in 
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Paragraph  1  abwv_  in  any  proceeding  against  ny  0f  the 
organizations,  individuals,  cr  entities  listed  in  Paragraph  1 
above.  PICK  AZNAPAN  also  agrees  that  he  will  not  cooperate  in 
any  manner  with  any  organizations  aligned  against  Scientology 
and  any  of  the  organizations,  individuals,  and  entities  listed 
in  Paragraph  1  above. 

F.  PICK  AZNAPAN  agrees  not  to  testify  or  otherwise 
participate  in  any  other  judicial,  administrative  or 
legislative  proceeding  adverse  to  Scientology  or  any  of  the 
organizations,  individuals  or  entities  listed  in  Paragraph  1 
above  unless  compelled  to  do  so  by  lawful  subpoena  or  other 
lawful  process.  Unless  required  to  do  so  by  such  subpoena, 

PICK  AZNAPAN  agrees  not  to  discuss  his  experiences  or 
personal  or  indirectly  acquired  knowledge  cr  information 
concerning  the  organizations,  individuals,  or  enitities .listed 
in  Paragraph  1,  with  anyone  other  than  members  of  his 
immediate  family.  PICK  AZNAPAN  shall  not  make  himself 
amenable  to  service  of  any  such  subpoena  in  a  manner  which 
invalidates  the  intent  of  this  agreement.  As  provided 
hereinafter  in  Paragraph  16,  the  contents  of  .this  Agreement 
may  not  be  disclosed. 

G.  PICK  AZNAPAN  hereby  acknowledges  and  affirms  that 
he  is  not  under  the  influence  of  any  drug,  narcotic,  .alcohol 
or  other  mind-influencing  substance,  condition  or  ailment  such 
that  his  ability  to  fully  understand  the  meaning  of  this 
Agreement  and  the  significance  thereof  is  adversely  affected. 

7.  This  Release  Agreement  contains  the  entire  Agreement 
between  the  parties  hereto,  and  the  terms  of  this  Release  are 
contractual  and  not  a  mere  recital.  .This  Release  may  be 
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amended  only  by^  m  written  instrument  executed  by  the 
undersigned.  The  parties  hereto  have  carefully  read  and 
understand  the  contents  of  this  Release  Agreement  and  sign  the 
same  of  their  own  free  will,  and  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
parties  to  be  legally  bound  hereby.  No  other  prior  or 
contemporaneous  agreements,  oral  or  written,  respecting  such 
matters,  which  are  not  specifically  incorporated  herein  shall 
be  deemed  to  in  any  way  exist  or  bind  any  of  the  parties 
hereto. 

s.  KICK  A2NA2AN  agrees  that  he  will  not  assist  or 
advise  anyone,  including  partnerships,  associations  or 
corporations,  contemplating  any  claim  or  engaged  in  litigation 
or  involved  in  or  contemplating  eny  activity  adverse  to  the 
interests  of  any  entity  or  class  of  persons  listed  above  in 
Paragraph  1  of  this  Agreement. 

9.  The  parties  to  this  Agreement  acknowledge  that  all 
parties  enter  into  this  Agreement  freely,  voluntarily, 
knowingly  and  willingly,  without  any  threats,  intimidation  or 
pressure  of  any  hind  whatsoever  and  voluntarily  execute  this 
Agreement  of  their  own  free  will. 


.  10.  In  the  event  any  provision  hereof  is  unenforceable,  , 
such  provision  shall  not  affect  the  enforceability  of  any 
•.other  .provision  hereof. 

^  11.  Each  party  warrants  that  it  has  had  an  opportunity 
to  seek  independent  legal  advice  with  respect  to  the 
aavisability  of  making  the  settlement  provided  for  herein  and 
in  executing  this  Agreement.  Notwithstanding,  pick  AZNAPAN 
warrants  that  he  fully  understand  the  full  nature  and  legal 
consequences  of  this'  agreement. 
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12.  Th  Parties  to  this  Agreement  .^knowledge  «  aU 
parties  have  conducted  sufficient  deliberation  and 
investigation,  either  personally  or  through  other  sources  of 
their  ovn  choosing,  and  have  had  the  opportunity  to  seek 
advice  cf  counsel  regarding  the  terms  and  conditions  set  forth 
herein,  so  that  they  nay  intelligently  exercise  their  own 
judgment  in  deciding  whether  or  not  to  execute  this  Agreement. 

13.  The  parties  hereto  acknowledge  that  they  have  not 
tade  any  statement,  representation  or  precise  to  the  other 
party  regarding  any  fact  material  to  this  Agreement  except  as 
expressly  set  forth  herein.  Furthermore,  except  as  expressly 
stated  in  this  Agreement,  the  parties  in  executing  this 
Agreement  do  not  rely  upon  any  statement,  representation  or 
premise  by  the  other  party  or  of  any  officer,  agent,  employee,  ' 
representative  or  attorney  for  the  other  party. 

14 .  The  parties  to  this  Agreement  agree  that  all  parties 
have  carefully  read  this  Agreement  and  understand  the  contents 
thereof  and  that  each  reference  in  this  Agreement  to  any  party 

includes  successors,  assigns,  principals,  agents  and  employees 
thereof. 

15.  Each  party  warrants  that  the  persons  signing  this 
Agreement  have  the  full  right  and  authority  to  enter  into  this 
Agreement  on  behalf  of  the  parties  for  whom  they  are  signing. 

16.  The  parties  hereto  each  agree  not  to  disclose  the 
contents  of  this  executed  Agreenent. 
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IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  the  parti®*  v 

parties  hereto  have  entered  into 

and  executed  this  Agreement,  on  the  d.e. 

e  &•!  opposite  their  panes 


Dated:  9 

Dated:  CLgjJ/ 

l 

Dated :  _/4  fatfl 
Dated Aoc//?»p 


Dated:  ^ — 


CHURCH  OF  SPIRITUAL 

technology 


EXHIBIT  C 


DECLARATION  AND  RELEASE  OF  CLAIMS 


This  Declaration  and  Release  is  made  with  reference  to 
the  following  facts: 

A.  From  January  24,  1Q86  until  April  1,  1987, 

RICK  AZNARAN  ("Aznaran")  vis  employed  by  Norman  F.  Starkey, 
Trustee  oi  Author's  Family  Trust.  At  various  times  during 
the  employment  Aznaran  lived  and  worked  on  two  (2)  ranches 
belongiEi;  to  Author's  Family  Trust  situated  .  'in 

Newberry  Springs,  California  and  Creston,  California. 

R.  On  January  13,  1987  ,  a  .fire  occurred  in  the  living 
quarters  occupied  by  Aznaran  at  Newberry  Springs.  The  fire 
destroyed  certain  personal  possessions  owned  by  Azharaa.  Or. 
April  1,  1957,  Aznaran  terminated  his  employment. 

C.  Concurrently  herewith,  Aznaran  is  receiving  the 
sum  o£  One  Thousand  Forty  and  90/100  ($1,040.90)  by  check 

.number  1725  drawn  -on  the.  account  of  Author's  Family  Trust  in 
full  settlement  for  personal  property  damaged  or  destroyed 
in  the  Newberry  Sjjrings  fire. 

D.  .  •  -Concurrently  -  herewith Aznaran  is  receiving  .  the 

sum  of  Three  Hundred  Eighty-Seven  and  37/100  ($387.37)  by 
check  number  J724  drawn  on.  the  account  of  Author’s  Family 
•Trust  in  full  satisfaction  of  wages  owed  for  -the  period  fren 
March '20,  1987  to  and  ’including  April  1,  1987.  Aznaran 

acknowledges  that  no  further  sums  arc  due  and  owing  in 
connection  with  his  employment  by. Author’s  Family  Trust. 

E.  In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Aznaran  desires 
to  forever  release  Norman  F.  Starkey,  both  individually  and 

Trustee  of  Author's  Family  Trust,  the  Estate  of  L» 
Ron  Hubbard  and  Author  Services,  Inc.,  from  any  and  all 
claims  arising  out  of  the  aforementioned  facts. 

NOW,  THEREFORE , ‘Aznaran  declares  as  follows: 

1.  Azuaran  on  behalf  of  himself,  bis  spouse,  agents, 
attorneys,  heirs,  successors,  alter  egos,  executors, 
administrators  and  assigns  fully  and  forever,  releases  Norman 

F.  Starkey  individually  and  as  Trustee  of.  Author's  Family- 
Trust,  the  Estate  of  L .  Ron  Hubbard,  Author  Services,  Inc.*, 
and  their  respective  employees,  agents,  attorneys,  heirs, 
successors,  alter  eqos,  executors,  administrators  aad 
assigns  ("Re!  fiascos" )  fTom  any  ami  all  debts,  claims, 
demands ,  causes  of  action  in  lav  and  in  equity,  liabilities, 
costs  or  expanses  of  any  nature  whatsoever,  known  or 
unknown,  which  Azr.ar&n  now  has  or  heretofore  may  have  ttd 


) 


igzinsi  Releasees  ansicC  out  o i  or  relating  to  the  fact*; 
And  transactions  set  forth  in  paragraphs  a  B  c  D  »«h r „5 
this  Declaration  and  Release  of  Claims.  *  \  °* 

2.  Aznaran  acknowledges  that  be  is  famili&-  with  *nH 

sr1!iM!  01  cini  code  s5“ion  Vs« 


..  u  A  General  release  does  not  extend  to  claims 
which  the  creditor  does  not  know  or 


*xist  in  his  favor 
•Release,  which  if 
r.ar.er  tally  affected 
debtor . " 


at  the 
known 
his 


suspect  to 
time  of  executing'  the 
by  him,  must  have 
settlement  with  the 


Aznaran,  taking  into  account  any  and  aH  Dresen*iv 
unsuspected  end  unknown  dnr.sges,  losses,  costs  end  etpen°»s 
hereby  waives  anv  and  a1!  rirhrc  v,,  ,  ^  * 

Section  1542  ol  tie.  CslifornU  Civil  Cod',  M'“d.r Toy  o?hcr 

ed1Ht?r  21  5ta,“tC  °r  CC^"n  pti  nctpwl  of  «imil»r 


.*1  Azn'drzn  atrees  that.be  will  cot  be 

commence,  nuntain  or  prosecute  tnv 
appeal,  claim,  request  for  legal  or  equitable  rele 
administrative  proceeding  against  the  Releasees 
directly  or  indirectly,  on  account  of  any  matte-  * • 
damage  or  detriment  suffered  or  claimed  to  be*  'su 
directly  or  indirec tly ,' known  or  unknown,  arising  ou 
relating  -to  the  facts  and  transactions  se?  to 
paragraphs:-  A,  B,  C,  D  and  E  of  this  Declaration  and 

Q I  Likins » 


reaf ter 
action , 
ase,  or 
either 
injury, 
il ered , 

’  of  or 
rth  in 
Release 


.  4.  Azn.ran  represcots  and  warrants  that  he  h.u-  nnt 
assigned  any  claim  or  any  portion'  of  any  cl. in  released  bv 
thas^Deolaration  and  Release  cl  Claim/  to  any  pars"  o'r 
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This  Declaration  and  Release  of  Claims  sha’1l  b-=> 
construed  under  and  interpreted  in  accordance  with  the  laws 

^hfrStatc  of  Culif°rnia.  If  any  action  at  law  or  ecuit- 
mcludinc  an  action  for  declaratory  relief,  is  brought  to 

Release  of  ClViJ^Vh  Ue  ?r°’!i.5i0DS  ©*  This  .Declaration  and 
wlJj  r  f  Claims ,  the  prevailing  party  shall  be  entitled  to 

°fBoUn  in  thV°r^ey-,S  fC-eS’  VMch  way  be  determined  by 
tne  court  Jn  the  same  action,  or  in  a  separate  '  action 

""P''0/  purpose,  in  addition  to  .ny  other  r4lie“?c 

Which  tb»t  p.rty  any  be  entities.  The  attorney  lee  liajd 
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shill  not  be  computed  in  Accordance  with  any  court  schedule 

but  Shall  be  such »s  to  fully  reimburse  .ll', 

paid  or  incurred  in  good  faith.  .  5  C. 

rK  J  of  perjury  under  the  laws  "of 

correct.  °*  Callf°rn"£  th£’t  th*  ior*t  oinu  is  true  and 


Dated : 


1987 


STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY  OF 


) 

)  ss . 

) 


in 


0n  - f  ^dl. _ 

undersignec, a  Xdtary Public 

&ppeVfd  J1  IC->:  A2NAHAN'  Personally  known  to  mu  or 
proved  to  me  on^he  basis  of  satisfactory  evidence  to  b“  tb- 

person  wbose  bane  is  subscribed  to  the  within  instrument  end 
acknowledged  that  he  executed  the  same.  c 

WITNESS  rc y  band  and-'  official  seal. 


t  1SS7  before  me,  the 
anc  for  said  State, 

or 


(SEAL) 


Ndtary  Pubiic/'iVand  for 
said  County  y(od  State 


Uy  commission  expires  on; 

^  


■^ww-  r> . 


OFFICIAL  SEAT. \ 
KFN  SFYDOf.-h  ? 
MOT«Y  rjDIX  •  CAliro^MA  ? 
105  AKGCICS  CttJKTY  l 
ewan.  tipif-s  tV  Jt.  ISi?  ^ 
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HICK  AZNARAN'S  LIST  OF  PERSONAL  ITEXS  LOST  IN  :AUO  TIRE 


I 


1  long  sleeved  white  PRCA  ahirt  ’  *’*525.00 
1  Esroon  down  vest  by  £t  John’*  Sty  575.00 

1  brown  nylon  quilted  jacket  $125.00 
3  pr  Wrangler  jeans  $20.00 
A  flannel  shirts  $120.00 

2  quilted  flannel  shirts  $70.00 
5  pair  of  briefs  $25.00 
5  pair  of  socks  $2£.00 
1  nylon  duffel  bag  529.00 


1  leather  toilet  kit  containing  nisc  toiletries  -$29.00 


3  bandanas  $6,00 

1  pair  of  long  johns  $20. .00 

1  pair  .of  Danner  work  boots  :  $149.00 

1  pair  of  Tony  Liana  cowboy  boots  $149.00 

1  pair  of  Chippfwa  vadu  Lootu  *  $79,00 

1  hat  $7.95 

1  »et  spur  straps  $12.95 

1 

TOTAL  $1,040.90 


The  above  list  describes  all  p 
which  was  damaged  or  destroyed 
which  occurred  on  13  January  1 
One  Thousand  Forty  and  90/100 
1725  drawn  on  thft  account  of  A 
compensates  me  for  my  less. 


srsonal  property ’ owned  by  me 
in  the  fire  at  Newberry  Springs 
?37.  Payment  of  the  sum  of 
($1,040.90)  by  check  number 
:Lhor’s  Family  Trust  fully 
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EXHIBIT  D 


HCNC  *>5l£  HAP.NET ^  3  COOPe!^^”,^  CCUH7T  Of  j  XMO&a 

J  L.  LJL^r  A  T  ^  _ 


~  '  'vw  «ci  coun  Of  c 

HCNCSASL5  aAS.StT  M.  COOPERMAN  JUDGE 

5  NONE  D*p'-,rT  SK.nff 

= -  Court  Arendanf 

CA  001012 

MANFRED  S7ANSF IELD/  et  al 
VS 

NORMAN  STARKEY,  et  al 


BOWLES  2  MOXON  • 

SSEr  “!:*\le;;ske  •  «*«* 

SUSEHT  T2K'  KDC!fa  ‘ 


I  NATuxe  OP  PSOC'EOiNGS:  _  _  _ 

Demurrers  to  Fifth  Amended  Co-Dim , ~~ 

^rrirq  d.f.nd.nt,  without  a'r.e'nd “-*«■ 

The  demurrers  as  to  tve  ”irK*  . 

under  RICO,  (18  U.S.cV  §‘  =  61  “  et  ff  °t  &Ction‘  see*ing  relief 
I  430.10(f).  To  the  extent'tv^  ^ff?:  ,Jre  sustained  under  CC? 

to  personal  injury,  loss  oi're'p^airoh  n  ?**k  relief  P«t«l"ne 
emotional  distress  [te=  r _ P.'-stion,  pain  and  suffering  o>-  ' 

no  remedy.  (See  18  '  U.  S  .  C .  §1964  ( c))  ■  Pj^' “ph  42]  RIC0  Provides 
5ol  F.Supp.  2S1 )  .  s  41c))'  j£hnim  V-  (1SS2) 

No  facts  have  been  alleged  bv  Dla'r*f ..  • 

laundering  of  monetary  'ir.s‘-‘-o^e"r*  r  *"h  respect  to  allege-* 
racketeering  activity  under*18  Us  C*  3S  3  pattsrn  of 

of  Complaint].  ^  u.S.C.  §1556.  (See  paragraph  37. 

Plaintiffs  have  also 
alleged  violation  on 
respect  to 
(HI  U.S.C. 


failed  to  plead  facts  pertaining 
the  part  of  •  ing 


to  a.nv 


the  Currency  and  Fere-' defendants  with 
§S316(a).  (Complaint,  ^arag^P^IT 


Under  18  U.S.C.  §  1 951 (b ) (2 )  *  " r 1 1 - 

obtaining  of  property  from  another  w*th  ,  ext°rti°n'  means  the 
wrongful  use  of  actual  or  th-ea-ere^  fth  hlS  Consent'  induced  by 
under  color  of  official  right  "  f°rce'  violen«  or  fear,  or 

Although  "extortion"  is  refers  4.  • 

Amended  Ce*pl.i„t,  and  in  subparaqranh  ?fr*?r?P»  3S-  ot  the  Fifth 
(X11)/  (xiv),  and  (xvi)  no  fLf  35.  (21),  (iii),  (iV) 

conform  with  the  legal  definition  Jf\h  ^?Sd  therein  which  ' 
quoted.  For  exampll,  in  pa?agraSh  Jerm  Extortion",  above 

(in)  it  is -alleged  that  plaintiffs^  *ubparaSraPhs  (ii)  and 
S tansfield,  and  Jerry  and  kIm  55f;f?a?fred  and  Va^ie 
extortion  practiced  against  them  b^deffArf^^J tiVely'  had 
plaintiffs  refused,  in  i9e6,  to  pay  in  cfsh  f  beca^se  said  named 

was  communicated  by  one  Dr.  Lee^rValerie^s^oth1*  Stansfieid 
concerning  Jerry,  was  communicated  by  o^e  Al  Bef S'  Tand 
father.  Lee  and  Bei  are  aileged  to  be  age"e  cf  defendants' 
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D0T. 


59 


?W4uc:  :*».  i^n  « 


MINUTES  ENTEkED 

7-20-88 

COUNTY  Qgg)C 


"nature  OF  fSOCi'CHNGS,  ,  .........  .  _ _ 

^  w ® ®  r ,  there  is  no  all scation  *■»’*■'•  t> 

alleged  agents  of  defendants  were  tha“  ty  the  -'*' 

threats  by  anyone.  or  that  pro^rtf va^i^*V^;t*reit  or-- 
plalntlf fs  In  connection  thfreSitt  r£th£  -&'???  toe '»*=«<! 
paragraph  35.  (iv)  that  defendants  ‘deeifSi  a  .t-®,- .allegations  in 
Plaintiff  Han.  Whitfield  vas' a d.ln  Klrch'*'  *562  that 
cefendants  declared  in  February  igaftWV'6  ^  .that 

rreednan  vas  a  "Suppressive"  ce-son  da-'Rif  Frahklin 

constitute  .xtortiSS  as  h«.iSS”2 

Paragraph  35 . (xvi), 
period  1583  through 


pertainlng^to^alleged^onetary^ioafeB*1!  "^^th^Aoended  Conplair, 
plaintiffs  and  referring  to  l^^  r  /Uff!red  fc*  the  named 
for  defendants,  are  ir.cc — re>>e-sjh? "®rTl!fd  8aid  Plaintiffs 

Place  defendants  upon  reason^ble^^  r  Pl®*d<K!'  L?ld  to 

alleged  claims'.  P  reasoRable  notice  .s  ttf-^th.  basis  of  the 

•  *  .  .  .  V~V*v  •« 


.  •y*  * 


The  demurrers  as  'to  plaintiff**’  c  •  -•  .* '  • 

relief  for  alleged  breach  "of  ^oJ^0*?*^**  of  *action  seeking 
sustained  under  CC?  5430.10(e).  *” 


CA  001012 

MANFRED  STANS? I*ELD 


*  * -e  '»’•: '• .  -  ••..*f‘.i.'5. •;*•.'  '•  *  Ccur*4l  (of  •  •*.  .  ■_'  7  'v  y~  t  — 

■..•*«■  •  ..;  •-.  .  ••  .  "  •-*  -.  •  - - ■».- 

ans field'  . 


vs 

•  ':.r~  •  -/• . 

NORMAN  STA?.KEY>  et  al 


.  .  Course  for 

Ptftndcra 


i2.  i. 


NATt'8£  OF  FSOC££DlNOSi^  . 

demurrers  to  tt**Fourth'  Ire^ded^CcnSl Staining 

^S  ^at  the 'Complain  was  uncertain*? '  H^th*0?,.”*^11  ®' 
t-*e  alleged  agent  or  acents  of  j  •••as  to  t-^e  Identity  o* 

wrongfully  communicated  plaintiff e^eo^f  fr»Wh?<  a.11,®^«dly  ■•-.* 

third  parties  and  as  to  the  identity  of <- v enJ^ f ^  ln-°rr,aticn  to 

7U5h  ai:eged  communications  were  made  The  rd  .parties  to  whom 
Judge  Dowds  have  regui red' such  prior  -rulings  of 

respect  to  the  naoedpllTnJJff.  t0  fce  plaad?d  .with 

This  Court  a lao*5^ tat: edgin' It*  h*t£*  •  ■  J,  ,h-’ 

"[cjounse  1  for  plaintiffs  is'  .Si  ?*??”?  *'  ««»•  that 

opportunity  that  will- be • ®x*erd?S  d  *5  t\this  ia  the  last  -  .  . 

the 

by  defendants  of  alleged  in*->'m**-®  '  a^t.-ough  alleging  disclosure  ' 

Of  plaintiffs,  ManS  and  Va?“ie  IS?  ,  ef„thV*r”nal  lives  ", 
Whitfield,  to  members  of  the  Ehurch  o'f  off*1?  f"d  Jerry  and  Sana 
Plaintiffs’  relatives,  famiiie. ^  °fJEc:U!}tolo'?Y'  and  to 
failed  to  .identify  the  alleged  cor^J^f3^  ^ird  parties;  have 
information,  and  to  identify  the  thirrtC^t0J? ' °f  confid®ntiar-i-- 
communication.  .This  lnforrltlon  hfj  pafhea  who  received  ruoh 
of  the  recipients  of  the  slleced’w’-o'ro?ni'tlCUlarly  to*  Identity 
be  clearly  known  &o'.plaintiffl.  ron5ful  communications,.  should 

°nly  in9tteh»oat‘;9fn«alFi;“eA:;'|"fadhCc’"plalnt  Plaintiffs'  .liege, 
tiffs  by  defendants’  disclos”’;  of  conf?5  c°?fiden=ea.;of  pl.ln- 

s*1  ^ 

plaintiffs^  Fi^L^ie^of i^tion)’  (part  of 

^s:.°fi »  4^fT^s  ^  ' 

communicated  inffehatidn  about  Val«?J,  IIISl?  1  'tha 

mother,  and  about  ;jerry,  Wiitfield  to^ifry’s  fathe?^®..^^' ' * 


vs 


NORMAN  STASXEY,  et  al 


Ccurti4j  for 


I  NAT1-'*:  Of  P*OC£ iDlNGS-  - -=====^-_^_ 

respectively,  it  does  *' 

were  cf  confidential  ap?ear  that  the  a'll«~.d 

allegations  of  the  Sec^d^^10"'  in  c°nfonnity  viS^"??1®1^011* 

of  jointly  fa 7  c*?fia  of  action,  butins^ead^  ' 

- ^-Aiu^ataon  concerning  said  ^  fad  c°nsisted 

In  the  Court’s  iudc^ert  ,  ,  Pontiffs. 

Court's  .<te,„ItlenSa  **'  pla-"««=  have  not  cor.plled  vlth  tte 

v^u?^'  s°“rhhfS  «a.tired  the  Cc--,.,-*  -  , 

f  ,  ,  ?/ ?^v  ef  Cal<v  ,  T-ir''  io”atsn  •  v 

2S>  Church  nf  °f  tee  United  ststh  rtt  5aae  No-  cv 

fe.^T^g^kgUlCall ;,  v.  C°urt  (S3  IC  No 

STcITiy^glj^jaterheJ 

S23~l\ 


■  CCV  o  f 

a‘*u  f-nurch  nf  sc 

- inal  Re ve-~iTo  7JJZ  ,  ■  ,  ,'  'n  oi  Calif  v  _ _ _ 

v  is  not  t*Jt  e  .1  -■  Lb  Cir.  J 

lodjed  by  plaintiffs,  ~in  t0  auch  records  “wJf11*1 

the  caae  «  tench.  that  ‘hay  contain  nc  facts  «lev^t  to 

C«cVorlthiS  -^.-sent  this  date  by  „.S.  *aiI  t0  ^ 
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in  «~rr 


•:•'••  V • .  \'f  i-  ***  •°“- 

•  -  .  *7  .•  r>  •  •.  *;  \  *  a  *  **  >.  -  y*.  ,* 


MiNUTB  BtTExfD 

V? -20-88  ‘ 

CCXKTvnrrv 


EXHIBIT  E 


IN  THE  FLORIDA  Clf  COURT  PU*  THE 
SEVENTEENTH  JUD...AI.  CIRCUIT 
CENCRAI.  Civil.  DIVISION 


C.ADIJ  1'HKN£a  fii.J 

CEOKC-i;  5NKM,£.vnj>:FGEA  t 
PiaintiXlSf 


-v»- 


CHURCH  or  SCI  ENTOI.OGY  i  NTERNATJONAl.i 
Sc  I  ENTOl.OCY  IT  .AC  SERVICES 
ORGAN! ZAT I  ON |  a  k I  or i ds 
not-for-profit  t  orpor* t  ion;  NORMAN 
•STARKEY,  Admin  l*t  mtnr  ol  c  lie 
Estate  oi  I*.  Ron  Hubbard; 

THE  ESTATE  OF  RON  HUUUARD; 

TKKD  HAKE;  BRIDGE  PUBLICATIONS, 

INC.:  GOLDEN  era  PRODUCT  I ONS  ,  |  AC,  ; 
CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  FLORIDA 
INC.;  DAVID  HlSCAVlCKj  LYMAN 
SPUXl.OwK;  ANN  BROEKFR;  PAT  BRCEKEr  • 
SHERMAN  l>NSKE;  VJCKI  A7.NAKan; 

HERTR  JENT2SCH;  KEN  IIODEN;  terk: 
CAKUOA  »nd  JOHN  IH>r.S  i  THROUGH'  100 
INC l.US  1  Vc ;  SEA  ORG  and  AUTHOR 
SERVICES,  Inc.  ( AS  I ) , 

lcndant  s . 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

; 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


CASC  NO. 


SS-30050 


( l 


K  IRUE  COPK 


S? 


ROSERT  E.  LC^UWOOO 


COMP I.A I  NT 

COME  NOW  the  F I  a  j  n  t  i  F  f  a  ,  CAT  HI  P  KNNCA  and  CEOr.C-  SNELLESBERCER , 
throus1'  thrlr  under » j pn.d  counsel,  and  sue  thf  Prlrndanta,  CHURCH  OF 
SC1-NT0I.0-Y  Erna  j  IONai,  ,  SC  I  F.NTOl.OCY  FI.aC  SCRVJtES  ORGANIZATION,  a  Florida 
not  *  1  or-pre  I  i  t  corporation,  NORMAN  STARKEY ,  Ad.-ni  oi ,  t  rat  or  of  the  Estat.  of  J.. 
Ron  Hubbard,  THE  ESTATE  OF  ...  RON  HUBBARD.  FRED  HARE,  BRIDGE  PUBLICATIONS , 
«NC..  'GOLDEN  era  PRODUCTIONS.  INC.,  CHURCH* CE  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  FLORIDA,  INC., 
OAVji,  Ml  SC  AVI  OE .  1.YMNN  SPURLOCK.  ANN  BROKE  ER ,  pat  BROEKEH,  SKER.man  V.NSKS, 
VICK.  ZNARan,  H.l  HER  JEnTZSCW,  KEN  p.OOEN,  TERRI  GAM  ISO  A  and  JOHN  DOES  1  THROUGH 
■00  INCLUSIVE,  SEA  ORG  and  AUTHOR  SERVICES ,  INC.  USD.  and  all.;,  „ 

f  u l lows ; 


CrJSLr.Al.  ±).:.LC.‘. T  :  J v 3 
^  I i  s  is  r  ”  ac  r  i  on  Icr  c  err  z  c 


pros d  t.vry  *, 


irwr.ftivt  dar.agjs  ir.  •• 


-  1  - 
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EXHIBIT  F 


•"<  Ct0liCE 
5A3M.£nB£RCER) 


-v*. 


Plaintiff, 


CHURCH  0/  snp«-r^,  ! 

ft  *1. ,  fj0cy  IA’T£RNATI0NA),(  ; 


seventeenth  judkjm4;0^^ 

«»£M,  Civil,  D)v,S7o" 


) 

v  5ASn  N0-  58-30050  C2 

)  F/.OKJDa  Ms  #328480 

)  i', 

)  y. 


defendants  t 


) 


*  *  * 


Tpi  pra  r-.  •  *  *—. 

fil 

JAN  09  1S89 

.JOHNSON  &  JQHNSQf' 


- r  nr.jum  re 

conns  «,«  t„,  vutMiri,.  cat,,,  m.,£A 

^  untary  Die  f  tu.  , 

m,Sta‘  Ul'thuut  thr  Defe  S  tic°  01 
7  Hrurfiv  PPB.  ’  De^cnJ*nts. 

^oc/cc  of  Vft  I  ^  C£^;jpy 

ci^r07^ 

2  f"  **«»  .wS?  *■•*  omU  fT"  *'«<•«  c„S 

/  Cl  January, 

ATAS^TT' mwK 

.  Attorneys  l or  *  * 

»“r!Jo.fi?%L”5”0‘0 

Ttlellr r»r  fill?-  33022-90Jo 

- KAam-uL^.  X^?T^2l-550n 
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EXHIBIT  G 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

€ 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


) 


VICKI  A  Z  KARAN  -  6-21-88 


1 


IN  THE  DISTRICT  COURT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
POR  THE  CENTRAL  DISTRICT  OF  CALIFORNIA 


VICKI  J.  A2NARAN  AND  * 

RICHARD  N.  AZNARAN  * 

* 

VERSUS  * 

* 


ZHURCII  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 

:ali? or.riA,  inc.;  church 

OF  SPIRITUAL  TECHNOLOGY# 
tWC.;  SCIENTOLOGY 
MISSIONS  INTERNATIONAL# 
t  NC  .  ;  RELIGIOUS 
CECHNOLOGY  CENTER#  INC.; 
AUTHOR  SERVICES,  INC.; 
:HURCH  OF  .SCIENTOLOGY 


[NTERNATIONAL#  INC.;  * 
:HURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  * 
OF  LOS  ANGELES#  INC . ;  * 
MISSION  OFFICE  WORLDWIDE;* 
AUTHOR  FAMILY  TRUST;  THE  * 
ESTATE  OF  L.  RON  -HUBBARD#* 


3AV 
4  OP. 


MISCAVIGE,  AND 
STARKEY 


* 

* 


NO.  CV  88-1786 -WDK 


ORAL  DEPOSITION  OF 
VICKI  AZNARAN 

On  the  21st  day  of  June#  1988#  at 
.0:00  a .  tii .  f  the  oral  deposition  of  the  above-named 
fitness  was  taken  at  the  instance  of  the  Defendants 
>ef ore  Roger  W.  Miller#  Certified  Shorthand  Reporter 
.n’  and  for  the  State  of  Texas#  at  the  offices  of 
lohan,  Simpson,  Covlishav,  Aranza  t  Wulff, 

.n  the  City  of  Dallas#  County  of  Dallas#  State  of 
’exas#  pursuant  .to  the.  agreement  hereinafter  set  forth 
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> 


VICKI  A  2  MAR  AM 


appearances 


Appearing  for  the  Plaintiff 

CUMMINS  &  UNITE 

1600  Wilshire  Boulevard 

Los  Angeles,  CA  30017-1695 

By:  Mr.  Barry  Van  Sickle 


for  Defendant  Author  Services 

Mr.  i ! i c ;) a o  1  Leo  I’crtsocrg 
27  5  M  adisen  Avenue 
Nov  York,  :IY  10  016 


Appearing  for  Defendant  Religious  Tochnolo 

COOLEY,  MAM  I ON,  MOORE  i  JONES 
R'issia  Wharf  West 
530  Atlantic  Avenue 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02210 
By:  Mr.  Earle  Cocley 


Also  Present:  Mr.  Aron  C.  Mason 
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4  3 


A  I  have  no  problem  with  that. 

°  --  co  help  us  pin  down  these  dates.  Now, 

you  have  not  spoken  to  Mr.  Yanny  on  anything 

pertaining  to  your  lawsuit  since  the  end  —  at  least 
the  latest,  the  end  of  the  first  week  in  March, 

1932,  is  that  your  testimony? 

A  Ho.  That ' o  not  ny  testimony. 

0  All  right.  When  did  you  last  speak  to 

Mr.  Yanny  --  i  lut,  when  die;  you  last  speot  co  „r> 

Y  a  ;i  ny  ? 

Sunday  n i g  h  t . 

That  is  the  19tn  of  June,  193 3? 

Uh-huh. 

Ana  what  vac  the  subject  matter  cf  your 
,  discussion? 

A  Re  wanted  me  to  oive  hi~ 

ii  i  ^  pn  one  nur,oer  to 

Joel  Sappeil  and  Hob  ifelkos. 

Q  Ue  wanted  --  you  know  Joel  Coppell  and 

ilobort  Belkos  to  bo  reportors  for  the  -Los  An5olos 
Tines,"  do  you  not? 

A  Uh-huh. 

3  And  they  arc  based  out  in  LA,  aren’t 

they? 

A  Uh-huh.  Ill 

0  And  Yanny  was  calling  you  here  in  Dallas? 
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A  Uh-huh. 

Q  Oil  this  past  Cunday? 

A  Uh-huh. 

'  Q  For  you  to  get  a  hold  of  Sappell  and 

WelJcos? 


A  Uh-huh. 

Q  And  give  Yanny  —  give  them  Y  a  n  n  y  '  s 

telephone  number? 

A  Uh-huh. 

0  Is  that  his  hone  phono  he  wanted  given? 

A  I  think  it  was  his  car  phone. 

Q  13 is  car  phene? 

A  I  chink  so . 

Q  Do  you  remember  the  nunber? 

A  Wo. 

Q  Did  ho  give  you  t  Ji o  nunber? 

A  Uh-huh. 

Q  Did  you  write  it  down? 

A  I  did  at  the  tine«  yeah. 

Q  And  did  you  call  Sappell  and  Welkos  of 

the  "LA  Tine3*  and  give  then  that  nunber? 

A  Ho,  because  they  were  with  me  at  the 

tine. 

Q  They  were  here  in  Dallas? 

A  Uh-huh. 
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C  Joel  Sap pell  and  Wei k os  on  the  19th? 

A  Uh-huh. 

Q  Did  they  call  Yanny  in  your  presence? 

A  No. 

0  Jell,  I1 a  sorry#  I  lost  --  did  you  give 

-hen  the  number  or  didn’t  you? 

A  Yeah. 

0  Okay.  So  you  don't  know  what  they  did 

;ith  it? 

A  They  nay  have  thrown  it  in  the  trash, 

’••’hat  is  that? 

I  said  they  nay  have  thrown  it  in  the 


Q 

A 


r  a  s  h .  I  don’t  know. 


BUw#  anyway#  they  now  have  Yanny's  car 


hone? 

A 

0 

A 

Q 

A 


Right. 

Did  you  give  th on  any  other  numbers  —  — 
Ho. 

--  for  Joe  Yanny? 

Huh-uh. 

Was  there  any  other  subject  natter 
Iscussed  between  you  and  Yanny  in  this  telephone 
snversation  this  past  Sunday? 

A  Ho. 

Q  When,,  before  Sunday,  was  the  next  last 


0 


113 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

3 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


/ICKr  AZ/lARAi!  -  6-21-08 


51 


:i.oc  you  talked  to  Mr.  Yanny? 

A  I  don’t  know.  Probably  in  a  couple  of 

*eeks  or  -- 

Q  A'll  right.  T/e  start  — —  now,  wo  know  that 

'ou  talked  to  hia  on  the  19th  of  June. 

A  Right. 

Q  And  now  ve  are  backing  up  in  tine  to  sec  - 

oing  f r on  the  nost  recent,  backwards,  to  see  if 

hat  helps.  You  say  that  would  take  you  back  a 
oupie  of  weeks? 

A  Ten  days,  nay bo.  It  was  a  natter  of 

overal  days,  anyway. 

X 

Q  It  would  be  cone tine,  though,  still  in 


A 

Q 


A 


Yes. 

And  where  did  the  conversation  take 
Again,  was  it  on  the  telephone? 

Uh-huh. 


Q 

A 

Q 

A 

0 


A 


You  were  in  Dallas? 

Uh-huh. 

Yanny  in  California? 

I  would  aosurae,  yeah. 

And  what  vac  the  —  what  was  that 
>n  all  about? 

Let  ne  think. 
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MR.  VAN  SICKLE:  Wo  var.t  to  toko  a 
little  short  break  and  get  a  cup  of  coffee. 

COOLEY:  That's  fine.  Sure. 

MR.  HERTZ 3 ERG:  Let  her  answer  the 

question  first. 

MR.  COOLEY :  That's  all  right. 

{Recess. ) 

MR.  COOLEY:  May  we  have  the  last 
[u  est  i  on ,  please. 

(Last  question  read.) 

0  You  know  the  conversation  I  an  talking- 

bout? 

A  The  tine  oefore  last? 

Q  gnat's  right.  The  tine  immediately 

r  ceding  Father's  Day,  the  Father's  Day 
onver sat  ion  which. I  think  you  placed  about  a 
tuple  of  weeks? 

A  Yeah,  give  or  take.  I  don't  really  reneaber 

:  soens  like  it  was  about  German  shepherds  and 
><JS  and  that  sort  of  thing.  I  don't 
?nenber  much  of  substance. 

Q  Tell  us  what  was  said,  to  the  best  of  your 

(collection. 

A  He  was  talking  about  his  dog,  trainers 

r  his  dog.  Ho  got  hi3  dog  from  us. 

*•  '  Jir 
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5 


SICK  I  ASMARA!!  - 


A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 


Q 

in? 


A 

Q 

A 


-  0 

A  time? 
A 


Uh-huh. 

Could  I  have  that  number  once  again? 
824-7695. 

That  is  214  area  code? 

nh-huh . 

About  what  tine  of  day  did  that  call 

About  nine  at  night,  I  guess. 

That  would  be  eleven  o’clock  LA  time? 

Seven  o’clock  LA  tine. 

I'm  sorry.  I  get  a  little  nixed  up.  7:00  p . 
Yeah. 


Q  9:00  p .  :.i .  Dallas  tine? 

A  Yeah. 


Q 


i  v  i  n  g  you 


A 


•  Q 


And  he  called  you  for  the  purpose  of 

his  car  phone  to  give  to  Sappell  and  I/elkos? 
Yes. 

Was  he  in  hi,s  car  when  he  called. 


>  you  know? 

A  He  didn't  say,  and  I  didn’t  ask. 

Q  •  Uh-huh.  IIow  did  he  know  you  were  meeting 
:th  Sappell  and  I/elkos? 

A  I  do  not  know. 

Q  When  was  the  meeting  with  Sappell  and 
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I r  relevant. 


called 


Boikos  set  up? 

A  Tuesday  of  last  week,  or  Wednesday. 

Q  Tuesday  or  Wednesday  of  last  week  would  bo 

rune  16th  or  17th?  I'd  sorry.  I'd  looking  at  tho 
'r°ny  7ear.  June  14th  or  15th?  Correct? 

A  Probably ,  yeah. 

0  And  how  did  it  got  set  up? 

HR.  VA it  SICKLE:  Objection, 
ou  nay  answer.  If  you  know. 

A  Richaru  called  them,  ray  hue  ban-, 

her.  on  the  phono  and  arranged  it. 

Q  Uh-huh.  and  you  don't  have  any  idea 

=  to  how  Tanny  knew  that  that  meeting  was  going 
ri  vnon  he  called  to  give  you  tho  number? 

A  i  vas  quite  surprised. 

Q  And  how  many  tiaes  did  you  meet  with 

L!a?  •  Ju5k  that  ono  tiae?  Father's  Day  neeting? 

A  Yes. 

Q  And  how  long  did  the  meeting  take? 

A  Ten  or  eleven  hours. 

Q  Did  you  talk  about  your  lawsuit  with 


ra? 


No.  I  didn't  want  to  get  into  that. 
Did  you  — 

I  told  then  that  they-  could  call  Mr. 

r* 
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3f  names,  and  I  want  to  just  cjo  over  then  once  again. 
Do  you  know  P.ick  Wynne? 

Yes, 

When  did  you  first  meet  Rick  Wynne? 

March,  this  year. 

Where? 

At  Joe  Yanny’o  house. 

And  coding  your  arrival  on  your  testimony 
onetime  the  7th  or  8th  of  March,  how  long  thereafter 

33  you  net  Mr.  Wynne  to  the  first 

ine? 

A  ?r ooabiy  within  a  couple  of  days,  three 

ays,  maybe. 


A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 


Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 


Would  it  be  on  the  weekend? 

I  think  so. 

Was  .Mr.  Wynne  there  on  the  weekend? 

he  cane  out  there. 

Did  he  stay  overnight? 

Mo. 

And  so  —  and  how  nany  day3  —  how  many 

.raes  thereafter  did  you  meet  with  Mr.  Wynne  or  were  you 
i  his  presence? 

A  Maybe  two  or  three. 

0  From  the  time  you  first  net  him  until 

u  went  hone  on  the  31st  of  March  or  the  1st 
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A  In  March  of  1930. 

Q  And  pegging  your  arrival  on  the  7th  or 

3t-h  at  Yanny's  house,  how  long  after  that 
-id  you  first  neet  Mo.  Grieco? 

A  Two  or  three  day3,  probably. 

Q  And  would  that  also  be  on  the  weekend? 

A  Probably,  because  she  cane  out  to  the 

>cach  and  was  off  work,  kind  of  deal. 

0  Uh-huh .  And  did  you  ever  discuss  any 

ispect  of  your  case  with  Mary  Grieco? 

A  Mo. 

Q  D  i  v.  you  a  i  s  cu  s  3  any  aspect  of  your 

i 

lairas  against  PTC  and  others  with  Mary  Grieco? 

A  Ho . 

0  Did  Mary  Grieco  or  Pick  Wynne 

ver  render  any  advice 

o  you  in  connection  with  your  clains 
gainst  PTC  and  others? 

A  No . 

Q  Do  you  know  Dorothy  Peti? 

A  Mo.  I  don't  know  that  naae. 

Q  Did  you  ever  neet  a  person  by  the  name 

l  Dorothy  Peti? 

A  I  set  a  girl  that  I  know  as  Dorothy, 

didn't  know  her  last  name.  -  ..  f  121 
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A  Yes. 

0  In  River 3 id a  California? 

A  Yes. 

Q  And  foe  how  long  have  .you  been  aware 

>£  the  pendency  of  that  litigation? 

A  I  guess  since  it  was  filed,  which  I  think 

<as  ’32  or  ’3,  or  something  like  that. 

Q  It  was  filed  guitc  a  long  tine 


go,  wasn't  it? 
*  A  Yes. 


Q 

A 


Even  before  you  wore  Deputy  Inspector  General 
Y  es .  I 


Q  --  correct?  You  are  familiar  with  the  fact 

hat  the  church  sued  him  and  that  he  filed 
ounterclairic,  are  you  not? 

A  Mo.  I  didn't  remember  which  way  — 

Q  All  right. 

A  --  who  went  first. 


Q 

11  you 
itigat 


You  don't  know  how  the  litigation  went, 
know  is  that  he  and  the  church  are  in 
ion? 


A  Yes. 

Q  All  right. 

A  And  that  it  had  to  do  with  thi3  building. 

0  »-»nd  are  you  famil  i*a  w  i.t  h  his  organisation 
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known  as  SC I 0 ,  S-c-i-o,  Logos,  L-o-g-o-s? 

A  Ho. 

Q  You  are  not  familiar  with  that  at  all? 

A  I  have  heard  of  it. 

Q  Corydon  is  a  forne:  Scientologist, 

is  he  not? 

A  Yes. 

Q  You  knew  him  when  he  was  in  the  Church  of  Sci 

lid  you  not? 

A  Yes. 

Q  Did  you  see  hid  at  Yanny's 

house  in  March? 
a  y  c-  3 . 

Q  On  how  many  occasions? 

A  •  I  believe  two. 

0  And  when  was  the  first  time? 

A  Maybe  around  the  15th  or  14th. 

% 

Q  Was  it  that  --  was  it  a  weekend? 

A  I  don’t  believe  so. 

Q  How  cany  tiaes  —  how  long  did  he  stay 

>n  that  first  occasion? 

A  Several  hours. 

Q  Did  he  ever  stay  overnight? 

A  Yes. 

Q  All-right.  Did  he  stay  overnight  on 
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the  first  occasion? 

A  I  don’t  think  so. 

Q  When  was  the  second  tine  you  saw  him 

at  the  Yanny  house? 

A  Maybe  a  week  later. 


Q 

Weekend? 

A 

1  think  the  second  time  was  a  weekend. 

0 

Did  he  stay  overnight? 

A 

Yes. 

0 

Saturda 

Which  night?  Friday  or 

lV? 

A 

L  %  i 

1  don't  know. 

Q 

Now,  on  tne  --  what  was  the  --  what  did 

understand  the  purpose  or  Mr.  Cory don's 
ence  to  be? 


A 

I  had  called  hiia  and  invited  him  over. 

Q 

When  you  got  to  Yanny* 3 

house  on  the  7th  or  8th,  at  some 
oint  thereafter#  you  called  Corydon  in 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

At  his  hone? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

How  did  you  happen  to  have  his  hone  telephone 
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Q 

Before  or  after  you  hac  net  with  Belli? 

A 

Before,  I  believe. 

0 

Anu  what  was  your  purpose  in  calling 

Corydon  to  ask  him  to  cone  to  Yannv’s 


hou3  e? 

A 

I  wanted  to  talk  to  his  about  his  book. 

Q 

About  the  book  that  he  wrote  concur ninrj 

.  Ron  Hubbard? 


A 

Yes, 

0 

And  the  book  being  "Messiah  or  Madman" ? 

A 

Yes. 

0 

You  wanted  to  discuss  that  book  with 

h  in? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

Had  you  read  the  book  at  that  point? 

A 

Most  of  'it. 

Q 

And  now  you  wanted  to  talk  to  him  about 

it  in  son e 

nore  detail? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

And  as  a  result  of  that  call,  he  came 

:o  Yanny’s 

house? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

Did  you  discuss  with  Mr.  Corydon 

'out  clain 

against  RTC  and  others? 

A 

No,  only  that  I  was  seeking  counsel. 
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C  Did  you  discuss  with  Hr.  Corydon 

lie  claim  and  his  litigation  with  the  church? 

A  Hot  that  I  recall. 

Q  In  your  presence^  was  there  any  conversation 

jctween  Hr.  Yanny  ant.}  Hr.  Corydon  concerning 
5r.  Corydon's  litigation  with  the  church? 

A  Ho. 

Q  Were  you  aware  of  any  such  conversation, 

'nether  it  took  place  in  your  presence  or  not? 

A  Ho. 

0  Wore  you  aware  of  any  such  conversation 

nvolving  Hr.  Corydon  and  Lisa  tfilske? 

A  Ho. 

Q  Or  Mary  Orieco? 

A  Ho . 

Q  Or  any  personnel  from  Mr.  Yanny’ s 

f  f ice? 

A  Ho. 

Q  17a s  there  any  discussion  in  your 

r cs once  involving  Hr.  Yanny  and  Lisa  Wilske 
oncerning  the  role  that  Lisa  Wiloke  had  played 
n  researching  the  P.ico  case  for  the  RTC, 

SI,  and  CSC? 

MR.  VAW  SICKLE}  That’s  the  Mayo  case? 

THE  WITNESS:  Yes.  -  * 
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VICKI  AS  KARAN 


MR.  COOLEY;  Yes. 

A 

Could  --  I  didn't  totally  get 

that. 

Q 

All  right.  I  will  slow  it  down.  Was 

there#  in  your  presence,  any  discussion 
involving  Mr.  Yanny  and  Us.  Wilske  and 
Mr.  Corydon  concerning  the  role  that  Ms. 
Wilske  had  played  in  researching  the  Rico 
aspects  of  the  Mayo  suit? 


A 

Ho. 

Q 

Was  there  any  discussion  at  all  while 

you  were  at  Yanr.y'e  house  concerning 
Yanny* s  billing  practices  while  he  was 
counsel  for  RTC ? 


A 

Not  that  I  recall. 

1 

Q 

! 

Now,  you  net  with  Corydon  twice. 

did  you? 

A 

I  think  so.  I  think  it  was  two  tines. 

Q  Has  there  anything  discussed  besides 

his  book? 

A  Mostly  his  book.  He  said  that  hi3  case 

was  going  to  trial  soon,  he  could  tell  me  that. 

Q  Was  Yanny  present  during  that  conversation? 

A  I  don't. recall  if  he  was  or  not. 


Teli  ne  all  the  conversations  that  you 

»  f' 

*  # 

#  • 
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ran  remember  on  both  those  visits  that  took  place 
between  you  and  Mr.  Corydon  as 

sub j  ect  natter .  Would  he  know  the  hook  was  discussed 
>n  both  occasions? 

A  Right. 


Q  Okay.  What  else? 

A  Social  trivia,  which,  you  know, 

ike  one  time  he  had  his  little  boy 


here. 


Q 

oci  al 
A 
Q 
A 


and  we  took  him  swimming  and 
like  that. 

Uh-huh.  So  we  have  the  book  and 
trivia,  and  what  else? 

i 

II is  plans  for  another  book. 

All  right.  What  else? 

Another  book  that  has  been  written  in 


Q 

A 


it  hor  *  s 


The  Hiller  book? 

I  don’t  remember  the 
name,  but  it  is  a 


Q  'Bare-faced  Hessiah*? 

A  Yes . 

0  Rave  you  read  that  book? 

A  Ho. 

Q  What  else? 
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*x  a3';ed  me  if  I  had  any  knowledge 

3f  anyone  being  sent  to  beat  him  up. 

Q  Did  he  ask  you  that  on  the  first  or  the 

second  occasion? 

A  I  think  it  was  the  first. 

Q  And  did  he  tell  you  he  was  beaten 

P? 

^  ^  e  told  no  that  a  follow  cane  out  to 

oat  him  up. 


Q 

A 

Q 

A 

0 

A 

Q 


Didn’t  make  it? 

I  think  -- 

Did  he  get  beaten  or  didn't  he? 

Mot  that  I  know  of. 

Okay . 

He  didn’t  conn ent  to  ne  that  he  had  been. 
And  what  did  you  tell  him?  Did  you  toll 
Lra  you  knew  about  somebody  being  sent  to  beat 
'.a  up  or  not? 

^  ^  told  him  that  I  knew  about  squirrels 

>ing  beaten  up,  not  hira  specifically. 

C  Did  you  tell  hia  whether  you  knew  anything 

out  somebody  being  sent  to  beat  him  up? 

A  Just  what  I  just  said,  that  I  knew  about 

o  category,  generally. 

Q  That  isn't  ray  question..  Hy  question  is: 
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Q 

A 


Old  you  tell  hia  that  you  knew  about  anybody  being 
3ent  to  boat  Bent  Corydon  up? 

A  Wel1'  1  told  that  there  was  a  general 

Jlan  -- 

I’n  not  asking  you  about  - - 
--  for  squirrels  to  be 

i ea t  up . 

0  I  asked  you  about  Dent  Corydon 

pecifically.  Do  you  understand  the  question?  . 

A  Yes. 

Q  All  right.  Mow,  can  you  ancuer  it  specifics! 

o  you  know  or  anybody  that  was  sent  to  beat  up 
ent  Corydon? 

A  1  don't  know  about  specific  orders  to 

eat  up  2 ent  Corydon. 

0  All  right.  Did  you  ever  issue  any  orders 

or  anybody  to  beat  up  squirrels? 

A  No. 

Q  You  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  such  thing 

s  that? 

A  No,  I  wouldn’t  go  that  far.  I  did  have 

•nothing  to  do  with  that. 

0  All  right.  Now,  you  talked  with 

?nt  Corydon  on  those  two  occasions, 

u  talked  about  his  book,  the  hook  ho  was  contonplatins 
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another  one,  his  case  cotniny  on  for  trial  soon, 
social  trivia,  and  whether  you  know 
anything  about  anybody  being  sent  to  beat  hia  up, 

VJhat  else? 

A  I  don't  recall  anything  else  right  now, 

Q  And  how  nany  hours  were. you  in  his  presence 

on  those  two  occasions? 

A  Maybe  five  or  six. 

Q  And  you  say  that  there  was  no  discussion 

about  your  case? 

A  Not  that  I  recall. 

Q  Huh? 

Hot  that  I  recall. 

You  just  don't  recall  any? 

I  don't  recall  any. 

Anu  there  were  no  discussions  with  Corydon 
and  Yannyj  Corydon,  Yanny,  and  Wilske; 

: o r y d o n ,  Yanny,  Wilske,  and 
Iricco  concerning  your  case? 

A  Not  that  I  know  of. 

0  Did  you  toll  Corydon  that  you  were 

loing  to  go  see  Belli? 

A  I  don’t  r  eraeober  if  I  told  hira  before  or  after 

he  fact. 

Q  Let's  just  see.  You  had  --  whether  -- 
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•ho  first  time  you  cot  with  Corydon  you 
hadn't  yot  gone  to  see  Belli,  had  you? 

A  I  don’t  think  so. 

Q  So  that  your  testimony  is  that  you  went 

.0  so c  Belli  that  first  weekend  that  you  wore 
it  Y a  nny ' 5  house  on  a  P  r  i  d  a  y  ,  which  would  be 
he  11th? 

A  I  think  that’s  pretty  accurate. 

Q  And  when  you  yot  back,  was  it  that 

eekend  that  you  saw  Corydon  for 

he  first  time  or  was  it  before  that? 

A  I  don’t  actually  remember  which  it  was. 

Q  If  you  went  to  see  Belli  or.  the  11th, 

ou  would  have  had  to  see  Corydon 
on  .either  the  7th,  3th,  9th,  or  10th, 
ouldn:fc  you,  Monday,  Tuesday,  Wednesday,  and 
h  u  r  s  a  a  y  ? 

If  I  had  seen  him  before. 

I  thought  you  testified  that  you  -- 
I  don’t  honestly  recall. 

I  got  you.  Do  you  honestly  recall  that  you  v 
:  Yanny’s  house  during  the  week  of  the  7th? 

A  I  think  that's  when  I  was  there. 

Q  All  right. 

A  I  think  that's  when  I  fir-st  went.  134 
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Q 

Yes. 

A 

Five  years. 

0 

And  at  the  time  you  left  the  church,  you 

had ' been 

a  Sea  Org  member  for  how  long? 

A 

Nineyears. 

Q 

And  v/ hat  was  your  rank  in  the  Sea 

Organisation  at  that  time? 


A 

It  -- 

Q 

What  was  the  highest  rank  you  occupied  in 

the  Sea  Organization? 


A 

Even  sin. 

Q 

And  when  did  you  obtain  that  rank? 

A 

I  guess  in  ‘84,  maybe  38. 

Q 

Is  it  fair  to  say  that  as  the  chief 

xecutive  officer  of  the  Religious  Technology 
enter,  that  you  were  charged  with  the  chief 
perating  authority  of  a  corporation  that  had,  as 
ts  charge,  the  protection  of  the  purity  of  the 


:  echnolog 

y  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard? 

A 

Would  you  say  that  again? 

Q 

That  you  were  the  head  of  a  corporation 

:hat  had. 

as  its  responsibility,  the  protection  of 

purity  of  the  technology  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard? 


A 

Yes.  That's  -- 

Q 

And  you  had  --  your.,  corporation  that 
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can  had  as  its  responsibility  the  protection  of  the 
:r adenarks ,  "Scientology"  and  "Dianetics,"  correct? 

A  Yes. 

Q  And  your  corporation  had  as  your 

responsibility  the  responsibility  of  seeing  to  it 
:hat  standard  technology  developed  by  L.  Ron  Hubbard 
/as  delivered  in  a  standard  manner,  isn’t  that 
rorrect? 

A  Well,  I  don’t  knov;  if  I  would  say  it 

exactly  that  way,  but  -- 

0  Well,  you  say  it  your  way.  You  don't 

lave  to  adopt  ny  language. 

A  I  think  it  was  to  protect,  like  you  said, 

he  trademarks  of  "Dianetics"  and  "Scientology." 

Q  The  purity  of  the  text  is  one  thing  you 

ave  already  agreed  to  as  being  one  of  the 
unctions,  haven't  you? 

A  Well,  let  me  thin!;  about  that. 

Q  I  v/ould  point  out  that  you  have  already 

estified  on  that  subject  matter  in  the  affirmative, 
y  .question  to  you  is;  Did  you  or  did  you  not, 
s  the  chief  executive  officer  of  RTC ,  have  the 
espons ibil ity  of  supervising,  on  a  worldwide  basis, 
he  standard  delivery  of  standard  L.  Ron  Hubbard 
cientology  technology? 
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A  That  would  be  impossible. 

Q  Was  that  the  responsibility  that  was  -- 

hat  fell  to  RTC  and  did  RTC  attempt  to  discharge 
hat  responsibility? 

A  Like  supervise  every  organization? 

Q  Oh,  no,  no,  but  to  the  extent  that  you 

ere  able  to  do  so  to  deal  with  any  situation  that 
a me  to  your  attention  where  there  was  a 
on-standard  delivery  of  standard  tech  or  a  standard 
elivery  of  non-standard  tech? 


hat? 


Q 

A 

Q 

■A 


"2S  it:  RTC's  responsibility  to  see  to 
Yes . 

Or  to  try  to  see  to  that? 

Yes . 

Yes,  it  was  their  responsibility  to  try 


>  -- 


Q  And  that  was  very  heavy  responsibility 

thin  the  with  which  you  were  charged,  as  head 
RTC,  was  it  not? 

A  I  considered  it  to  be. 

Q  It  was  a  very  responsible  position, 

sn  '  t  it? 

A  I  considered  it  to  be,  yes. 

Q  All  right.  Now,  going  down  to  line  


137 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

5 

7 

3 

o 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

1C 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


235 


VICKI  J.  AZNARAH  -  6-21-88 

STATE  OF  TEXAS  ) 

COUNTY  OF  DALLAS  ) 

1/  Roger  W.  Miller,  Certified  Shorthand 
Reporter  in  and  for  the  State  of  Texas,  certify  that 
the  foregoing  deposition  of  VICKI  J.  AZNARAN  v:as 
reported  stenographically  by  me  at  the  tine  and  place 
indicated,  said  witness  having  been  placed  under  oath 
by  ns,  and  that  the  deposition  is  a  true  record  of 
the  testinony  given  by  the  witness. 

I  further  certify  that  I  an  neither  counsel  for 
nor  related  to  any  party  in  this  cause  and  am  not 
financially  interested  in  its  outcome. 

Given  under  ny  hand  and  seal  of  office  on  this 
the  21st  day  of  June,  1938. 


R'bger  w.  Miller,  Certified 
Shorthand  Reporter  No.  1357  in 
and  for  the  State  of  Texas 
Stanley,  Harris,  Rice,  Cogburn, 
Stunkard,  Miller  &  Associates,  Inc 
3100  McKinnon,  Suite  1000 
Dallas,  Texas  75201 


commission  expires  December  31,  1938 


138 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


! 


237 


VICKI  J.  AZNARAN 


6-22-88 


VOLUME  2 


UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 


CENTRAL  DISTRICT  OF  CALIFORNIA 


VICKI  J.  AZNARAN  AND 
RICHARD  N.  AZNARAN 


* 


VERSUS 


* 

* 


NO.  CV  88-178S-WDK 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  * 
CALIFORNIA ,  INC.;  CHURCH  * 
OF  SPIRITUAL  TECHNOLOGY,  * 
INC.;  SCIENTOLOGY  * 
MISSIONS  INTERNATIONAL,  * 
INC.;  RELIGIOUS  * 
TECHNOLOGY  CENTER,  INC.;  * 
AUTHOR  SERVICES,  INC.;  * 
CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  * 
INTERNATIONAL,  INC.;  * 
CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  * 
LOS  ANGELES,  INC.;  * 
MISSION  OFFICE  WORLDWIDE;* 
AUTHOR  FAMILY  TRUST;  THE  * 
ESTATE  OF  L.  RON  HUBBARD;* 
DAVID  HISCAVIGE;  AMD  * 
NORMAN  STARKEY  * 


ORAL  DEPOSITION  OF 
VICKI  J.  AZNARAN 

On  the  22nd  day  of  June,  1988,  at 


10:00  a.ra.,  the  oral  deposition  of  the  above-nar.ed 
witness  was  taken  at  the  instance  of  the  Defendants 
before  Roger  W.  Miller,  Certified  Shorthand  Reporter 
in  and  for  the  State  of  Texas,  at  the  offices  of 
Cohan,  Simpson,  Cowlishaw,  Aranza  i  Wulff, 
in  the  City  of  Dallas,  County  of  Dallas,  State  of 
Texas,  pursuant  the  agreement  hereinbefore  set 
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appearances 


Appearing  for  the  Plaintiffs 

CUMMINS  L  WHITE 
1600  Nilshire  B 1  v  d  . 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90017-1695 


Appear  i'ng  for  Defendant  Author 
Services,  Inc. 

Mr.  Michael  Lee  Hert2berg 
275  Madison  Avenue 
New  York ,  NY  10016 


Appearing  for  Defendant 
Religious  Technology 

COOLEY,  MAN I ON,  MOORE  &  JONES 
Russia  Wharf  West 
530  Atlantic  Avenue 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02210 
By:  Mr.  Earle  Cooley 


Iso  present 


Mr.  Aron  C.  Mason 
Mr.  Mark  R  a  t  h  b  u  n 
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workweeks  so  as  to  avoid  an  ooligation  on  the  part 
of  the  defendants  from  paying  hin  overtime." 

A  Yes. 

0  And  you  say  that  that  allegation  was 

discussed  with  the  IRS? 

A  They  mentioned  pay,  or-  something  along 

that  line. 

Q  Did  the  IRS  raise  the  issue  of  pay? 

A  Pay  at  that  ranch,  yes. 

Q  And  the  issue  of  pay  at  the  ranch  was  a 

subject  matter  of  your  interview  with  the  IRS,  is 

that  it? 

A  Yes.  As  I  recall. 

Q  All  right.  Would  you  tell  us  everything 

that  you  told  the  IRS  on  that  subject  matter? 

MR.  VAM  SICKLE:  Objection  and 
instruct  the  witness  not  to  answer  pending 
application  for  a  protective  order. 

Q  Are  there  any  other  allegations  that  were 

:he  subject  of  your  interview  with  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  that  we  haven't  already  discussed? 

A  No,  I  don't  think  so. 

Q  Now,  going  back  in  time  to  January  of 

.988  when  you  first  started  thinking  in  terms  of 
:rimes  that  you  had  commi tt ed ^and  the  possibility  of 
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revealing  those  crimes  to  appropriate  authorities, 
lid  you,  in  that  sane  period  of  tine,  also  begin  to 
•ontenplate  the  filing  of  a  lawsuit  against  the 
■hurch,  RTC,  Church  of  Scientology,  and  others? 

A  I  believe  so,  yes. 

Q  L hen  was  the  earliest  tine  when  you  cave 

onsid oration  --  first  started  giving  consideration 
o  that  subject  natter? 

A  I  believe  it  would  have  been  in  January 

f  this  year. 

Q  And  were  you  thinking  in  terns  of 

asically  the  kinds  of  claims  that  you  have 
ltinately  asserted  in  this  complaint? 

A  Well,  I  don’t  think  I  was  nearly  as 

5 1 a i 1 ed  as  that,  but  -- 

Q  No,  but  in  broad  outline? 

A  .1  would  say  so. 

Q  And  you  were  not  thinking  in  those  terns, 

•ther,  of  confessing  your  crimes  or  of  bringing  a 
iwsuit  earlier  than  that? 

A  No,  not  that  I  recall. 

Q  Now,  we  know,  from  what  you  have  told  us, 

least,  that  it  was  the  government  course  that 
iggered  the  thoughts  about  your  criminal  activity, 
at  was  it  that  triggered  your  thinking  about  the 

•  _ _ 
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■Uscavige  issued  orders,  Marty  Rathbun,  Fran  Harris, 
rerry  Gamboa.  There  were  a  couple  of  other  people 
.hat  I  don't  remember  their  names  right  now. 

Q  Each  corporation  had  its  own  directors 

md/or  trustees,  didn't  it? 

A  As  far  as  I  know. 

C  Who  picked  them? 

A  I  don't  know  who  picked  Author  Services. 

■lC's  directors  were  picked  by  members  of  Author 
ervices.  The  trustees  of  RTC  were  Author  Services 
ersonnel,  and  they  were  --  RTC's,  I  believe,  were 
pproved  by  Ann  Sroeker  at  one  time.  I  don't  know 
f  it  went  anywhere  else  or  not. 

Q  here  you  an  officer  -  were  you  a  director 

trustee  of  RTC? 

A  A  director. 

0  Who  picked  you? 

A  I  would -assune  Ann  Broeker,  but  I'm  not 


ur  e. 


Q 

A 


i  ey  ? 


A 

Q 


Was  she  a  trustee? 

I  believe  at  that  time  she  was. 

Directors  were  picked  by  trustees,  were 

I  would  say  some  of  the  time,  anyway. 

The  people  that  I  have  named  at  ASI  were 
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all  members  of  the  Sea  Organization,  were  they  not? 

A  Yes. 

Q  As  were  you? 

,  A  That's  correct. 

Q  They  all  held  various  ranks  in  the  Sea 

>r gani zat i on? 

A  That's  correct. 

Q  In  fact,  ail  of  the  --  well,  positions  — 

he  higher  positions  in  the  church  and  in  the  -  -  in 
anous  entities  were  staffed  by  Sea  Organization 
embers,  were  they  not? 

A  Y  es . 

< 

Sea  Organization  is  an  organization  of 
eople  who  sign  on. for  many  lifetimes  to  serve  the 
hurch  of  Scientology,  'isn't  that  a  fair  statement? 

A  Yes . 

Q  They  sign,  in  fact,  in  recognition  of  the 

5nc  ept  of  the  transmigration  of  the  human  spirit 
:om  --  into  successive  lives  for  one  billion  year 
>ntracts,  do  they  not? 

A  They  sign  billion -year  contracts. 

Q  You  signed  a  billion-year  contract? 

A  That's  right. 

Q  And  that  billion-year  contract  is  a 

nt  r act  by  which  in  this  and  in  all  lives  to  come  a 
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STATE  OF  TEXAS  } 

COUNTY  OF  DALLAS  ) 

I,  Roger  W.  Miller,  Certified  Shorthand 
Reporter  in  and  for  the  State  of  Texas,  certify  that 
the  -for  egging  deposition  of.  VICKI  J.  AZNARAN  was 
reported  s t enog r aphical ly  by  me  at  the  time  and  place 
indicated,  said  witness  having  been  placed  under  oath 
by  me,  and  that  the  deposition  is  a  true  record  of 
the  testimony  given  by  the  witness. 

I  further  certify  that  I  an  neither  counsel  for 
nor  related  to  any  party  in  this  cause  and  an  not 
financially  interested  in  its  outcome. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  of  office  on  this 
the  22nd  day  of  June,  1988. 


tfoger  V7.  Miller,  Certified 
Shorthand  Reporter  No.  1357  in 
and  for  the  State  of  Texas 
Stanley,  Harris,  Rice,  Ccgburn, 
Stunkard,  Miller  L  Associates,  Inc. 
3100  McKinnon,  Suite  1000 
Dallas,  Texas  75201 


commission  expires  December  31,  1983. 
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rfiatftd  you  to  identify  then  for  the  record.  X  •» 
now  satisfied  thet  they  are  identified  and 
authenticated • 

You  held  aoae  staff  poeitiona  dovn  here 
in  Texas  before  you  Joined  the  Sea  Org,  and  then  in 
1178  you  became  a  member  of  the  Sea  Org. 

A  Right. 

q  x*  it  fair  to  say  that  the  first 

inportant  position  that  you  held  in  the  Sea  Org  was 
so  liaison  assistant? 

A  Yes, 

q  X  would  say  that  was  a  pretty  inportant 

post,  wasn't  lt7 

A  x  thought  *•  I  don't  know*  you  know#  in 
the  scheme  of  things#  how  much  decision  s\aking  power 
it  had*  You  h?r: a w#  it  was  all  right. 


i..  to 


w  e  s  -  ~ 


A  Xfc  tra.'  un  assistant.  You  go  get  things, 

'ou  Xerox,  things  like  that* 

0  Who  appointed  you  to  that  post? 

A  Cent  Llocardi. 

Q  Did  you  know  Pat  and  Annie  Iroeker  at 

:hat  tiae? 

A  Mo. 

q  Would  you  say  that  it  was  soaewhat 
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Q  Had  attaint*  tie-ins  in  Boston  and 

•litvhtn. 

A  tight. 

0  You  spoke  that  night  on  th#  urgency  of 
obtaining  patrons  and  sponsors  and  lifetime  members 
of  ths  ZAB  to  be  abls  to  continue  to  achisva  thsss 
kind  of  results  in  th#  face  cf  external  threats? 

A  I  don't  rsassber  exactly  what  Z  spoke  on* 
Q  That  would  have  been  generally  what  your 
goal  would  have  been  at  that  tiae? 

A  Yes. 

Q  Incidentally  *  you  had  just  about  at  that 

tis*  *ade  the  position  or  been  proaoted  to  the 
position  of  lnspoetor  general*  hadn't  you? 

A  When  la  this? 

0  Around  Hay  si'  2185#  which  is  just  about 

the  tiae  we  were  taking  t'h'st  hit  on  Christof f ersen# 
you  becaae  Inspector  general  of  ths  Isliglous 
Technology  Center*  didn't  you? 

A  That  saeas  about  right* 

0  You  reaeaber  that  following  that#  we  were 
getting  ready  for  ths  tfollershela  case? 

A  Yes* 

Q  And  in  the  course  of  the  Wollsrsheia 

case*  the  tie©  case  was  going  and  we  had  that 
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VZCKZ  3 .  AZKARAN  7-1-18 

the  data  of  the  agreement? 

A  Okay* 

0  That's  your  signature  and  Rick'a 
signature#  Isn't  It? 

A  Yai. 

MR*  COOLBYi  May  that  be  marked  as 
tha  next  exhibit. 

(Exhibit  Ho.  110  marked.) 

Q  That  loan  agreement  that  gave  you  a  loan 

of  20,000  for  10  yaara  with  intarait  at  a  5  percent 
rata  on  an  annual  basis,  how  did  that  com  about? 

A  1  think  that  Ray  brought  it  up,  and  asked  < 

mentioned  to  Richard  and  Z  did  va  need  money  or  how 
much  money  did  we  have  or  something  like  that. 

0  Didn't  Dave  M i a c a  g  a  ask  you  that? 

A  At  some  point  ho  •liaeusaed  it  with  us. 


1115 

VOLUME  f 


Q  Did  ha  ask  you  how  such  money  you  had  and 
shan  you  told  him  you  didn't  have  any,  didn't  ha 
originate  that  you  needed  soma  money  to  gat  yourself 


Z  sort  of  had  it  in  my  mind  that  Ray 


the  first  one  that  brought  it  up,  but  it  may  have 
’•an  David  Miscaviga* 

Q  , That  money  was  intended  to  help  you  as 
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1116 


you  left  the  Sea  Organisation  get  started  up  And  to 
tied  you  over  until  you  eould  get  engaged  in  eoae 
new  inoone  producing  activity.  Ze  that  a  fair 
atatenent? 

A  z  think  that's  partially  correct. 

0  You  knew  that  5  percent  was  a  pretty 
oodeat  interest  rate  according  to  the  going  rates  at 
that  tine,  didn't  you7 

A  I  don't  reaenber  if  I  thought  about  it  or 

if  Z  knew  what  the  going  interest  rates  were. 

Q  Zn  any  event,  whatever  they  were,  you 

knew  you  didn't  have  to  pay  back  any  principal  until 
you  had  a  chance  to  get  going  for  a  10-year  period? 

A  Right. 

0  And  in  addition,  Church  of  Scientology 

tnternational  bought  your  horse  tzox  ^ou  for  81500; 


tic 

or 

ha 


A  Right. 

Q  You  had  only  paid  1200  for  that  horse  or 

had? 

A  Right,  but  he  had  put  »oney  into  the 
i  ao  that's  how  they  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
1500  was  fair. 

Q  Thia  check  dated  April  8,  1987,  is  the 

nt  for  that  horse,  is  it  not? 


Stanley ,  Harris,  Rice  720-4567 

•  '  0  •  r 


1 

a 

3 

4 

5 

« 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

13 

14 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


VXCKZ  J. 


AZMAXAN  7-1-88 


1118 


VOLUME  i 


A  Hot  all  of  it. 

Q  Did  you  raid  any  of  It? 

A  Sene  of  it. 

Q  Do  you  recognise  -- 

A  Zt  aaeas  vhat  Z  remember  vn  ahortcr  but 

that  ny  not  bt  right* 

0  That  la  your  signature#  though? 

A  f9Sp  It  la. 

0  Lat  at  aee  that  for  a  moment  If  you  will. 

Ona  of  tha  things  that  la  in  thia  ralaaaa  in 
paragraph  2  la  an  agreement  by  tha  church  to 
indemnify  you#  Vicki  Axnaran#  against  any  damages 
steaming  from  lawsuits  which  aziat  now  or  ara 
brought  against  you  in  tha  futura  arising  out  of 
your  association  with  tna  cnurcn  of  aclantology  or 
any  post  that  you  held  in  tha  church#  and  it's  also 
undar  -  -  stated  hare  it's  understood  it*3  $>nrt  of 
this  agreement  that  tha  church  will  provide  fraa 
legal  counsel  to  Vicki  Axnaran  providing  she 
cooperates  fully  with  tha  ohureh  and  tha  ehurch 
attorneys  and  she  contacts  tha  church  immediately 
whan  she  becomes  aware  of  any  potential  or  real 
legal  threat  to  herself  and/or  tha  church. 

That  was  a  natter  of  sona  Importance  to 
you  to  have  that  protection#  wasn’t  it? 
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VICKI  J.  AZ  KARAN  7-1-88  VOLCMX  i 

A  It  setae  like  I  discussed  tbit* 

Q  As  a  natter  of  f actr  you  knew  that  you 
bed  been  naned  as  a  defendant  in  the  PAIR  suit? 

A  Y  ei. 

0  But  that  you  hadn't  been  served  yet  and 

if  you  were  served,  you  certainly  vented  to  be 
defended  and  didn't  want  to  be  expoied  to  any 
liability? 

A  That's  right. 

KR.  COOLEYi  Hay  this  be  marked  as  an 
exhibit,  please. 


(Exhibit  Mo.  115  aarked.) 

Q  Z  show  you  a  letter  froa  Marty  Rathbun  to 

you  and  Rick  dated  Septeaber  10,  1987,  with  respect 
to  your  freeloader  debt.  Do  you  reaeaber  receiving 
that  letter? 

A  Yes. 

Q  Kay  I  see  it  for  just  a  sioaent?  Do  ysa 

see  on  the  enclosure  on  the  heading  of  Religious 
Technology  Center,  there's  a  coaputation  first  of 
Rick's  freeloader  debt  and  then  of  your  freeloader 
Sebt  on  the  second  page  ©f  the  schedule?  Do  you  see 
that?  It  says  Rick  on  the  second  page  and  you? 

A  Yes. 

Q  And  at  the  bottom  of  the  page  vhat  is 
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A  Yeah*  Z  really  don't  know.  Like  Z  aside 
Z  can't  raconcila  tha  two.  I  don't  knew  --  because 

Z  don't  specifically  remember  thata  figures  or  note 

% 

you  know* 

MR*  VAN  6  XCXLE i  Do  you  want  to.aark 

this? 

mr.  coolby i  Yes*  z  want  to  aark 

that. 

0  You  do  remember  receiving  that? 

A  Z  do  remember  receiving  it* 

nr.  cool  BY i  May  that  ba  aarkad  aa 
tha  next  exhibit. 

(Exhibit  so.  116  aarkad.) 

Q  You  were  not  forced  or  coarcad  into 

accepting  that  $20*000  loan*  ware  you? 

A  No*  Z  wasn't  forced  to  aeeapt  that. 

O  You  ware  grateful  to  have  it*  weren't 

you? 

A  Yea* 

Q  You  needed  it? 

A  That's  right* 

0  Zt  did  in  fact  help  you  gat  started  and 

help  Rick  gat  started  in  bis  investigating  business* 
didn't  it? 

A  That's  right. 
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Q  As  a  natter  of  fact*  one  of  the  other 
things  that  helped  hick  get  started  in  his 
investigating  business  vaa  a  stateaent  prepared  by 
John  Peterson  verifying  Riek’s  activities  as  an 
investigator  that  vers  --  that  was  a  required  piece 
of  evidence  for  submission  to  the  licensing 
authorities  here  in  Texas? 

A  That’s  right. 

0  And  Qana  Ingram  also  submitted  such  a 

thing,  didn't  he? 

A  1  don't  recall.  He  way  veil  have. 

0  Zn  any  event,  counsel  for  the  church  did 
vhat  they  could  to  help  Rick  have  the  necessary 
credentials  to  get  licensed  here  in  Texas  as  a 
private  investigator? 

A  That's  right. 

Q  Have  you  nade  any  interest  payments  on 

the  loan,  you  or  Rick? 

A  Vo. 

0  The  first  Interest  payment  caae  due  in 
January#  did  It#  of  1888? 

A  Whatever  it  said  on  there.  I  don't 
reaeaber  if  it  was  December  or  January. 

i 

Q  Whatever  the  loan  shows? 

A  Right. 
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STATS  Or  TEXAS  ) 

COUNTY  OF  DALLAS  ) 

Z,  Jennifer  Q.  Davenport,  Certified  Shorthand 
Reporter,  in  ind  for  the  State  of  Toxic*  eortify  that 
tho  foregoing  depoiitlon  of  VXCXX  J.  AIKARAM  was 
roportod  stonegraphieally  by  at  at  tho  tlao  and  placo 
indicated*  said  witness  having  boon  placed  under  oath 
by  bo*  and  that  tho  deposition  is  a  true  record  of 
the  testiaony  given  by  tho  witness. 

X  further  certify  that  X  aa  neither  counsel  for 
nor  related  to  any  party  in  this  cause  and  aa  not 
financially  Interested  in  its  eutooae. 

Given  under  ay  hand  and  seal  of  office  on  this 
the  1st  day  of  July,  1988. 


Jehiif or 
Snof  than 
anV  for 
Stanley , 
Stunkard, 


e  r tilled 
1683  in 


0.  DAvenport 
Reporter  Ho. 
he  state  of  Texas 
Harris,  Rice,  Cogburn, 

.  Miller  a  Associates 
3100  Mcxinnen  Street,  Suite  1000 
(214)  720-4367 


Dallas,  Texas  73201 
My  certification  expires  12-31-88. 
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UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
CENTRAL  DISTRICT  OF  CALIFORNIA 


VICKI  J.  AZNARAN  AND 
RICKARD  N.  AZNARAN 

VERSUS 


* 

* 

* 

* 


NO.  CV  8  8-1  7  3  6-V7DK 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
CALIFORNIA,  INC.;  CHURCH 
OF  SPIRITUAL  TECHNOLOGY, 
INC.;  SCIENTOLOGY 
MISSIONS  INTERNATIONAL,  * 
INC.;  RELIGIOUS  TECHNOLOGY* 
CENTER,  INC.;  AUTHOR 
SERVICES,  INC.;  CHURCH 
OF  SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL,  INC.; 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
LOS  ANGELES,  INC. ; 

MISSION  OFFICE  NORLDV7 1 D  E; 
AUTHOR  FAMILY  TRUST;  THE 
ESTATE  OF  L.  RON  HUBBARD; 
DAVID  MISCAVIGE;  AND 
ORMAN  STARKEY 


★ 

* 

it 

it 


it 

it 

it 

it 

it 


ORAL  DEPOSITION  OF 
VICKI  J.  AZNARAN 

On  the  7th  day  of  July,  1988,  at 

10:00  a.m.,  the  oral  deposition  of  the  above-named 

witness  was  taken  at  the  instance  of  the  Defendants 

» 

oefore  Roger  17.  Miller,  Certified  Shorthand  Reporter 
in  and  for  the  State  of  Texas,  at  the  offices  of 
Cohan,  Simpson,  Cowlishaw,  Aranza  &  Wulff, 
in  the  City  of  Dallas,  County  of  Dallas,  State  of 
exas,  pursuant  to  the  agreement  hereinbefore  set  forth 
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appearances 


Appearing  for  the  Plaintiffs 

CUMMINS  &  WHITE 
1600  Wi Is  hi  re  Boulevard 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90017-1695 
By:  Mr.  Barry  Van  Sickle 


Appearing  for  Author  Services 

Mr.  Michael  Lee  Hertzberg 
275  Madison  Avenue 
New  York,  MY  10016 


Appearing  for  Church  of 
Scientology  International 

RABINOWITZ,  BOUDIN,  STANDARD, 
KR INSKY,  LIEBERMAN 
740  Broadway  at  Astor  Place 
New  York,  NY  10003-9518 

By:  Mr.  Eric  Lieberman 


so  present:  Mr.  Aron  Mason 

Mx .  Warren  Me Shane 
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A  I  don't  know.  April,  maybe. 

Q  Uh-huh. 

A  Of  this  year. 

Q  But  when  you  actually  left  the  church  in 

April  of  1987,  you,  in  fact,  were  given  a  $20,000 
loan,  weren't  you? 

A  Yes . 

Q  And  you  or  Richard  were,  either  at  that 

time  or  subsequently,  given  letters  of 
recommendation  to  then  help  you  find  jobs,  weren't 
you? 

A  Richard  was.  I  wasn't. 

Q  These  weren't  bad  consequences,  were 

they? 

» 

A  No. 

0  They  were  good  consequences,  weren't 

they? 

A  Yeah.  You  could  say  so.  I  would  say  so. 

Q  Now,  are  there  any  other  factors  that  go 

into  brainwashing? 

A  Not  that  I  can  think  of  right  now. 

Q  Were  you  ever  tortured,  physically 

tortured? 

A  No. 

Q  Were  you  ever  physically  beaten? 
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24 


Q  Did  anyone  coerce  you  into  affiliating 

with  the  defendants? 

A  Only  as  I  have  already  described  in  our 

lengthy  discussion  on  brainwashing. 

Q  Okay.  So  to  the  ex tent  you  used  the  term 

"involuntary"  here,  it  refers  to  the  brainwashing 
allegations,  is  that  correct? 

A  I  think  so,  yeah. 

Q  Paragraph  14,  look  at  lines  22  through 

It  says,  "This  plan,"  referring  to  fair  game  -- 
A  Uh-huh. 

Q  --  "includes  the  destruction  of  a 

person's  business,  reputation,  and/or  framing  of 
:alse  charges  of  criminal  acts."  Do  you  see  that? 

A  Uh-huh. 

Q  Have  any  of  the  defendants  ever  framed 

you  with  false  charges  of  criminal  acts? 

A  No.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q  With  respect  to  your  business,  haven't 

the  defendants  provided  you  with  a  $20,000  loan  to 
get  the  business  underway? 

A  That's  right. 

Q  In  terms  of  your  business  and  reputation 

^r  of  your  husband's,  didn’t  the  defendants  help 
^our  husband  g.et  his,  licence  by  writing  letters  in 


IRQ 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


VICKI  J.  AZ  KARAN  -  7-7-88 


VOLUME  7 


1227 


his  behalf? 

A  That's  right.  Well,  their  attorney  did. 

Q  All  right. 

A  i  don't  believe  the  defendants, 

themselves,  wrote  letters. 

Q  All  right.  At  the  reguest  of  the 

3  ef  endant s? 

A  That's  right. 

MR.  VAN  SICKLE:  Perhaps  you  should 
>e  reminded  or  advised,  if  you  don't  know,  that 
mder  the  local  rules  in  California,  the  Complaint, 
.n  any  event,  is  completely  superseded  by  the 
'retrial  pleadings,  so  you  are  spending  a  lot  of 
ime  on  a  document  that  will  not  even  be  an 
perative  document  at  the  time  of  trial. 

MR.  LIEB  ER MAN;  But  at  the  moment,  it 
s  the  only  operative  document  I  have  to  go  on. 

MR.  VAN  SICKLE:  That  has  nothing  to 
o  with  this  line  of  questioning. 

Q  Paragraph  17  refers  to  Richard  being 

ssigned  to  the  RPF  in  1982.  Isn't  it  true  that 
ichard's  assignment  was  changed  from  Flag  to  Los 
lgeles  so  that  you  would  be  able  to  see  him? 

A  Not  that  I  recall. 

Q  You  don't  recall  a  discussion  with 
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STATE  OF  TEXAS  ) 

COUNTY  OF  DALLAS  ) 

If  Roger  W.  Miller,  Certified  Shorthand 
Reporter  in  and  for  the  State  of  Texas,  certify  that 
the  foregoing  deposition  of  VICKI  J.  AZNARAN  was 
reported  st enogr aphically  by  me  at  the  time  and  place 
indicated,  said  witness  having  been  placed  under  oath 
by  me,  and  that  the  deposition  is  a  true  record  of 
the  testimony  given  by  the  witness. 

I  further  certify  that  I  am  neither  counsel  for 
nor. related  to  any  party  in  this  cause  and  am  not 
financially  interested  in  its  outcome. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  of  office  on  this 
the  7th  day  of  July,  1988. 


Roger  W.  Miller,  Certified 
Shorthand  Reporter  No.  328  in 
and  for  the  State  of  Texas 
Stanley,  Harris,  Rice,  Cogburn, 
Stunkard,  Miller  L  Associates,  Inc. 
3100  McKinnon  Suite  1000 
Dallas,  Texas  75201 


commission  expires  December  31,  1988. 
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DECLARATION  OF  LAWRENCE  E.  HELLER 
If  LAWRENCE  E.  HELLER,  hereby  declare  and  state: 

1.  I  an  over  18  years  of  age  and  a  resident  of  the  State 
of  California.  I  an  an  attorney,  admitted  to  practice  lav  in 
the  state  of  California.  I  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  facts 
set  forth  herein  and,  if  called  as  a  witness,  I  could  and  would 
:onpetently  testify  thereto. 

2.  Between  approximately  1984  and  1987,  I  met  with  Vicki 
iznaran  on  a  number  of  occasions  in  ny  capacity  as  counsel  for 
arious  Churches  of  Scientology* 

3.  In  early  April  of  1987,  attorney  John  Peterson  and  I 
ere  contacted  by  Hark  Rathbun  and  asked  if  we  could  drive  to 
enet,  California  to  meet  with  Vicki. and  Richard  Aznaran.  I  was 
nformed  that  the  Aznarans  were  leaving  Church  staff  and  were 
Jrther  being  provided  a  loan  of  $20,000.00  to  assist  in  their 
ransition  to  other  endeavors.  Mr.  Rathbun  wanted  Hr.  Peterson 
id  I  to  be  present  in  the  event  that  the  Aznarans  had  any 
lestions  regarding  the  releases  and  loan  agreement  they  were 
.gning.  Hr.  Peterson  and  I  were  chosen  because  the  Aznarans 
iev  us  both  personally  and  professionally.  While  the  Aznarans 
re  wrapping  up  their  affairs,  they  stayed  in  a  hotel  in  Henet, 
lifornia.  Mr.  Peterson  and  I  drove  to  Hemet  together  in  his 

r  and  we  met  with  both  Richard  and  Vicki  Aznaran  at  their 
tel.  ' 

4.  On  or  about  April  9,  1987,  Hr.  Peterson  and  I  spent 
out  about  1  1/2  hours  with  the  Aznarans  in  their  hotel  room  in 
met.  During  that  period  of  time  the  Aznarans  were  completely 
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at  ease  and  the  atmosphere  was  extremely  casual.  Host  of  the 
discussion  was  social,  touching  upon  vhat  the  Aznarans  were 
planning  to  do  when  they  arrived  in  Dallas  where  they  stated 
they  intended  to  live.  They  were  talking  to  us  while  they  were 
packing  their  belongings  prior  to  their  departure.  They 
initiated  a .number  of  questions  concerning  a  lawsuit  then 
pending  in  the  Los  Angeles  Superior  Court  entitled  Stansfield  r 
et  al.  v.  Starkey,  et  al.  (also  known  as  the  F.A.I.R.  case 
and  which  was  later  dismissed  on  demurrer),  wherein  Krs. 

Aznaran  and  a  number  of  other  Churches  of  Scientology, 
Individuals  and  others  were  named  as  defendants.  The  Aznarans' 
aa j °r  concern  was  whether  the  Church  would  provide  Krs.  Aznaran 
dth  a  defense  free  of  charge  were  she  ever  to  be  served  in  that 
;uit.  Hr.  Peterson  and  I  provided  them  with  telephone  numbers 
o  contact  us,  day  or  evening,  if  in  fact  Krs.  Aznaran  was 
erved,  and  assured  the  Aznarans  that  we  would  arrange  for  the 
efense  of  that  suit  on  Krs.  Aznaran 's  behalf.  Vicki  and 
i chard  Aznaran  had  no  other  questions  regarding  the  release  or 
oan  documents  that  they  signed  after  reading  them. 

5.  The  other  topic  of  discussion  was  directed  to  Mr. 
sterson,  now  deceased,  respecting  the  writing  of  letters  of 
iference  for  Richard  Aznaran  whom  Mr.  Peterson  had  worked  with 
>r  a  number  of  years.  Mr.  Peterson  assured  them  that  he  would 

. ovide  such  reference  letters  because  the  Church  wanted  to  help 

lem  as  much  as  they  could  to  establish  themselves  in  non-church 
.fe. 

6.  We  thereafter  exchanged  pleasant  goodbyes  and  left.  At 
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no  tine  during  that  one  and  one  half  hours  or  so  did  either  of 

the  Aznarans  express  any  trepidation  or  hesitation  in  signing 

the  loan  documents  or  release.  As  stated,  their  only  concern  or 

topic  of  inquiry  was  providing  Vicki  Aznaran  a  defense  if  she 
was  sued. 

I  declare  under  the  penalties  of  perjury  under  the  lavs  ef 
the  United  States  of  America  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and 


Executed  this  12th  day  of  Deceaher,  1968  , 


at  Los  Angeles, 


ralifomia. 
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RICHARD  17.  A2NARAN  -  7-14-88  VOLUME  1 


UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 


CENTRAL  DISTRICT  OF  CALIFORNIA 


VICKI  J.  AZNARAN  AND  * 

RICHARD  N .  AZNARAN  * 


VERSUS 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
CALIFORNIA,  INC.;  CHURCH 
OF  SPIRITUAL  TECHNOLOGY, 
INC.;  SCI ENTOLOGY 
MISSIONS  INTERNATIONAL, 
INC.;  RELIGIOUS  TECHNOLOGY 
CENTER,  INC.;  AUTHOR 
SERVICES,  INC,;  CHURCH 
OF  SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL,  INC.; 

IHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
LOS  ANGELES,  INC.; 

4ISSION  OFFICE  WORLDWIDE; 
AUTHOR  FAMILY  TRUST;.  THE 
ESTATE  OF  L.  RON  HUBBARD; 
>AVID  HISCAVIGE;  AND 
40RMAN  STARKEY 


NO.  CV  8  8-178 6 - WDK 


ORAL  DEPOSITION  OF 
RICKARD  N.  AZNARAN 
VOLUME  1 


On  the  14th  day  of  July,  1988,  at 
0:00  a.m.,  the  oral  deposition  of  the  above-named 
itness  was  taken  at  the  instance  of  the  Defendants 
efore  Roger  w.  Hiller,  Certified  Shorthand  Reporter 
n  and  for  the  State  of  Texas,  at  the  offices  of 
tanley,  Harris,  Rice,  3100  McKinnon,  Suite^lOOO 
n  the  City  of  Dallas,  County  of  DallaB^  State  of 
exas,  pursuant  to  the  agreement  h-ereinafter  set  forth 


1  CR 


s30: 


-  JfiN-03- ' es  TU£  14:  D: 

) 


RiCHARD  N •  AZNARAN  -  7-14-88  VOLUME 

2 

w 

4» 

1 

1 

APPEARANCES 

2 

3 

Appearing  for  the  Plaintiffs 

4 

CUMMINS  &  WHITE 

1600  Wilshire  Boulevard 

1 

5 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90017-1695 

6 

By:  Hr.  Barry  Van  Sickle 

1 

1 

7 

Appearing  for  Author  Services 

1 

) 

8 

Mr.  Michael  Lee  Hertzberg 

275  Madison  Avenue 

j 

9 

New  York,  NY  10016 

1 

10 

° 

11 

Appearing  for  Church  of 

12 

Scientology  International 

! 

1 

| 

13 

RA3IN0WITZ,  BOUDIN,  STANDARD, 

krinsky,  lieberman 

14 

740  Broadway  at  Astor  Place 

New  York,  NY  10003-9518 

.15 

By :  Mr.  Eric  Lieberman 

*  . 

16 

17 

Also  present:  Mr.  Matt  Ward 

1  8 

Mr.  Warren  McShane 

19 

2  0 

21 

2  2 

2  3 

O 

2  4 

25 

**  • 

*  *  * 

167 

- 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


J 


44 

RICHARD  N .  AZNARAN  -  7-14-88  VOLUME  1 

Q  When  did  you  first  contemplate  bringing 

the  lawsuit? 

A  When  did  I  first  -- 

Q  Yeah,  that  resulted  in  the  action  that  We 

are  here  on  today, 

A  Well ,  again,  we  are  talking  about  an 

evolutionary  type  of  thing.  After  Vicki  and  I  left 
the  church,  Vicki  was  able  to  tell  me  things  that 
she  hadn't  been  able  to  tell  me  before  that  I  hadn't 
been  aware  of  before,  and  this  caused  me  to  become 
upset.  And  there  would  be  times  when  I  would  feel  -- 
maybe  "feel*  is  the  wrong  word  --  when  I  would  think 
about  bringing  a  lawsuit.  But  then  I  would  put  it 
off  in  my  mind.  As  an  example,  when  I  first  left 
the  Church  of  Scientology,  I  still  believed  in  what 
Hubbard  had  said  about  --  I  mean,  auditing  and,  you 
know,  Hubbard ' s  technology  and  so  forth.  And  over 
the  years  in  the  Church  of  Scientology,  on  a  sort  of 
escalating  level,  I  learned  to  put  --  sacrifice  my 
own  feelings  and  beliefs,  and  what  .have  you,  so  that 
I  could  sort  of  maintain  a  status  quo,  I  guess.  And 
even  afterwards,  after  I  left,  I  would  have  these 
thoughts,  but  then  I  would  think,  "Well,  it  was  more 
or  less  what  you  had  to  put  up  with." 

Q  So  there  came  a  point  where,  after  you 
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left,  you  decided  what  you  had  to  put  up  with  in  the 
Church  of  Scientology  wasn't  worth  what  other  -- 

what  benefits  there  night  be,  and  it  outweighed 
those  benefite? 

A  There  came  a  point  where  I  realized  I 

didn't  have  to  put  up  with  it  anymore,  yes, 
abaolut  ely. 

Q  And  that's  when  you  began  to  contemplate 

bringing  a  lawsuit? 

A  Yeah.  I  can't  really  -  -  i  mean,  maybe 

r'ours  do,  but  my  thought  processes  don’t  work  so  -- 
Like  little  formulas,  you  know.  But,  yeah,  it  was 
iround  that  time. 

Q  Can  you  pinpoint  what  month  that  might 

'five  been? 

A  That  I 

Q  That  you  sort  of  made  that  -- 

A  Decided  I'm  not  going  to  take  this 


nyaor  e? 

0 

A 


That's  right. 

Okay.  Oh,  boy.  You  guys  have  been 
alking  about  this  a  lot  more  than  I  have.  Do  you 

y  any  chance  remember  when  Marty  and  Ray  came  out 
o  our  place? 

Q  If  we  can  go  off  the  record  a  moment,  we 
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are  going  to  tell  you  exactly  when  that  happened. 

A  Sure. 

(Off  the  record  discussion.) 

(Recess. ) 

(Last  question  read.) 

MR,  H  ERT  Z  B  ERG  t  Let’s  go  back  on  the 


record, 

A 

Q 


Okay . 

By  "Marty  and  Ray,"  I  take  it  that  you 
meant  Marty  Rathbun  and  Ray  Mithoff,  correct? 

A  Mithoff? 

0  Right. 

A  Y  es . 

0  I  believe  that  it  was  in  February  of  1988 

that  you  were  visited  by  Marty  Rathbun  and  Ray 

■i  i  t  h  %■:  ,  jl  0 

^  Okay.  And  so  I  believe  the  question  was 

/hen  did  2  decide  I  wasn’t  going  to  take  it  anymore? 
[t  would  be  around  that  tine. 

Q  All  right.  And  you  connect  that  feeling 

rith  the  visit  of  Marty  Rathbun  and  Ray  Mithoff? 

A  Well,  in  ray  best  estimates,  to  give  you 

m  actual  time  that,  you  know,  finally  the  last 
>oint,  I  mean,  I  don't  want  you  to  get  the  idea  that 
t  all  hinged  on  that  visit,  or  anything. 
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0  No. 

A  Okay. 

0  What  is  it  about  that  visit  that  made  you 

feel  you  'didn't  want  to  take  it  anymore"  and  that 
you  were  going  to  bring  a  lawsuit? 

A  No.  I  believe  the  question  was  I  wasn't 

going  to  take  it  anymore. 

Q  All  right. 

A  Okay.  i  suppose  just  their  attitude. 

Q  What  was  their  attitude? 

A  Well,  it's  the  whole  church  attitude  of 

if  you  are  in  the  church,  as  a  staff  member,  you 
enow,  you  are  to  do  what  you  are  told,  no  matter 
*hat.  I  mean,  it's  more  or  less  --  I  mean,  I  don't 

/ant  --  if  you  want  to  come  back  to  it  fine,  but  it 

•s  more  or  leus  if  you  are  told  to  jump,  you  don't 

:ome  down  until  you  get  permission.  Know  what  I 

lean,?  And  I  just  wasn't  in  a,  quote,  step  and 
et  ch~ i t  sort  of  mode  anymore*  I  guess, 

Q  Well,  can  you  elaborate?  What  is  it  that 
arty  Rathbun  and  Ray  Mithoff’s  visit  to  you  --  what 
pecifically  resulted  in  your  deciding  you  weren’t 
oing  to  "take  it  anymore"? 

A  Well,  the  whole  thing  goes  around  -- 

ctually  starts  before  they  arrived,  okay,  this 
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whole  little  scenario,  okay?  j  guesa  it  would  gtar 
with  a  phone  call  from  Earle  Cooley. 

Q  And  when  was  that  phone  call  from  Earle 

:ool ey? 

A  Again,  you  guys  are  a  lot  more  familiar 

"’ith  a11  thi5‘  J’ra  sure  have  it  somewhere. 

Q  Well,  why  don't  you  approximate  it? 

A  Well,  I  would  say  that  it  was  within  the 

'onth  prior  to  that,  to  their  visit. 

0  Within  a  month  prior  to  the  visit  of 

athbun  and  Mithoff? 

A  Yeah. 

0  All  right.  And  was  this  a  call  that  you 

eceived  from  Earle  Cooley? 

A  Yes,  it  wag. 

0  And  who-  is  -Earle  Cooley? 

A  Earl  Cooley  i.u  a  church  attorney, 

°  All  right.  And  what  was  --  what  happened 

Jring  this  phone  call? 

A  I  night  add  --  elaborate  on  that  a  little 
•t,  in  that  Earle  Cooley  is  not  just  a  church 
Forney,  but  at  least  at  the  time  that  I  left  Earle 
»°ley  is  like  the  big  gun,  okay?  I  mean,  he  is  not 

st  a  --  he  is  like  —  you  know,  he  is  like  top 
9* 
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Q  Top  attorney? 

A  You  got  It.  You  know,  like,  yeah. 

Q  All  right.  Nov,  the  top  attorney  called 

you,  and  vhat  happened  during  that  telephone  call? 

A  Well,  first  of  all,  let  me  say  that  it  is 

a  little  unusual  that  the  church’s  top  attorney,  you 
■;nov,  would  not  have  --  I  mean,  would  be  put  on  my 
:ase.  You  know  what  I'm  saying?  I  mean,  I'm  out 
iere  in  Dallas  minding  my  own  business,  and  suddenly 
:he  church’s  top  attorney  calls.  That,  in  itself, 

Ls  a  bit  threatening.  Now,  the  gist  of  the 
:onversation  was  even  more  so,  in  that  Hr.  Cooley  -- 

le  had  wanted  to  call  -  -  he  wanted  to  talk  to  Vicki, 

'icki  was  there,  but  I  told  Cooley  he  wasn't  --  she 
wasn't.  And  Cooley  made  it  .;lear  that  if  --  that 
ricki  better  --  there  wer.i  *avcral  --  okay.  We  even 
ot  to  back  up  more,  I'm  sorry  Okay?  But  you 
iave  got  to  bring  this  whole  thing  with  Yanny  and 
tie  $150,000  nonr ef undabl e  retainer,  okay?  That  -- 
hat’s  what  he  called  about. 

Q  All  right. 

A  So  he  —  I  mean,  it’s  hard  for  me  -- 

very  time  I  get  into  that,  we  have  got  to  bring  in 
little  more  here. 

Q  You  better  bring  it  all  in. 
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A  Okay. 

Q  So  start  at  the  beginning  on  the  sequence 

of  events  which  culminated  in  you-  deciding  you 
weren't  going  to  take  it  anymore. 

A  Well,  let's  narrow  it  down  even  a  little 

more.  Let’s  just  narrow  it  down  with  the  Earle 
:ooley/Marty  Rathbun/Ray  Kithoff,  that  whole  little 
Package,  and  then  we  can  spread  out  from  there  if 
-he  need  should  arise,  because  I  --  okay? 

Q  At  this  point,  you  are  confusing  me,  but  -• 

A  Well,  it’s  --  i  can  certainly  see  why. 

Q  Why  don't  you  tell  me,  in  an  orderly 

•aahion 

A  Okay. 

Q  —  what  sequence  of  even;:;;  evolved  that 

OU  ate  referring  to  very  generally  right  now  that 
ulninated  in  your  conclusion  that  you  weren't  going 
o  "take  it  anymore." 

A  Okay.  Right.  That  is  definitely  the 

uot  e. 

It  would  actually  begin  with  the  fact  Joe 

anny  had  called,  okay?  And  I  --  again,  I * m  real 

ough  -*  bad  on  dates  and  times  and  all  that  kind  of 

hing,  but  I  believe  that  was  in  January.  i  could 
e  wrong. 
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Q  About  your  contemplating  bringing  a 

lawsuit  against  the  church. 

A  I  already  told  you  about  telling  him  he 

ought  to  sue. 

.  0  You  told  us  that  already.  I  want  your 

recollection  of  what  else  you  told  Joe  Yanny  about 
your  wanting  to  bring  a  lawsuit  against  the  church. 

A  I  think  I  discussed  with  hire  the  fact 

that  I  wanted  to  do  it  out  there  --  *out  there*  ' 
meaning  Los  Angeles.  I  asked  hire  --  I  asked  him 
questions  about  --  just  general  questions  about  the 
legal  system,  you  know,  I  mean,  --  just  things  that 
I  didn't  know,  like,  *Is  that  something  would  1  sue 
there  in  state  court,  or  would  I  sue  them  in  federal 
court?  I  mean,  how  does  that  work,  since  we  are  in 
two  different  states,*  and,  you  know,  th?  kind  of 
stuff. 

0  Did  he  answer  that  question? 

A  Yeah. 

Q  What  did  he  tell  you? 

A  I  don't  remember. 

Q  Did  you  tell  hire  why  you  wanted  to  sue  in 

L/oe  Angeles? 


A 

\ng  el  es? 


Did  I  tell  him  why  I  wanted  to  sue  in  Los 
Well,  that  was  one  of  the  things  --  let's 
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A  During  that  first  initial  meeting,  yes, 

Q  And  did  you  arrange  a  further  meeting? 

A  That  night?  No. 

0  At  any  time. 

A  Yes. 

0  And  that  was  several  days  later? 

A  That  we  had  i't? 

Q  Yes . 

A  Yes . 

Q  And  where  did  that  meeting  take  place? 

A  At  the  Newport  Beach  office  of  Cummins  t 


Q 

A 


Yanny . 
0 
A 


0 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 


And  who  was  present  at  that  meeting? 
Vicki,  I,  Barry,  Joe,  Barry  Van  Eickle, 

Karen  McRae? 

I  don't  think  so.  I  think  she  had  gone 

And  what  time  did  that  meeting  start? 
Morning . 

And  what  time  did  that  meeting  end? 

Af  t  er noon , 

All  right. 

I  don't  know.  It  lasted  --  lasted  a  long 
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Q 

A 

0 

A 


Approximately  when  in  the  afternoon? 
Oh,  nan,  this  is  rough#  okay? 

Okay . 

But  I  would  say  it  probably  started 


around  1 0 1 0 0  and  probably  went  until  4:00  or  5:00  or 
something. 

0  Did  you  leave  with  Joe  Yanny? 

Yeah. 

He  was  at  the  meeting? 

I'm  sorry? 

Joe  Yanny  was  present  at  this  meeting? 
Through  a  great  deal  of  it,  yeah.  It  was 
»r.e  of  another  one  of  those  things  Joe  was  doing  his 
>vn  thing  and  doing  a  bunch  of  paperwork  way  down  at 
he  end  of  the  conference  table. 

Q  Do  you  know  what  he  was  working  on? 

A  I  don't  know  for  sure.  I  think  he 

rought  some  kind  of  billings  that  he  was#  like# 
ulling  his  hair  about  at  the  time.  Be  had  to  get 


A 

0 

A 

Q 

A 


Q  When  you  left  the  meeting,  did  anyone 

rora  Cummins  i  White  leave  the  meeting  with  you? 

A  As,  like,  leave  the  building? 

Q  Yes. 

A  And  walk  outside? 
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Complaint  as  your  wife  did  and  mark  with  an  "X* 
those  things  -- 

A  Okay.  Are  we  taking  a  break  while  I  do 

.this? 

Q  Yes. 

(Recess.) 

MR.  HERTZBERG:  Back  on  the  record. 

Q  Hr.  Aznaran,  have  you  concluded  marking 

Exhibit  No.  132  for  inaccuracy  that  you  perceived  in 
the  Complaint,  that  was  filed  in  this  case? 

A  Yes,  sir,  lam. 

Q  Subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the  Complaint 

in  this  action,  did  you  have  further  telephone 
conversations  with  Joseph  Yanny? 

A  This  is  really  stupid.  That  means 

afterwards,  right? 

Q  Yes . 

A  Okay.  Kent  blank  there  for  a  second. 

Okay.  Yes. 

Q  And  we  are  talking  now  about  April  and 

May  of  1988  and  into  June? 

A  June. 

Q  And  into  July? 

A  July. 

Q  Okay.  Approximately  how  many  telephone 

i 
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calls  have  you  had  vith  Joseph  Y  a  n  n  y  after  your 
Complaint  was  filed  in  this  case? 

A  God,  I  don't  know.  I  probably  talked  to 

h i rn  at  least  once  a  week,  sometimes  maybe  two  or 
three.  I  mean,  sometimes  there  will  be  a  deal  like 
I  will  call  him  and  he  can't  talk,  and  he  call  back, 
and  I  can't  talk  and  it  might  look  like  we  had 
fourteen  conversations  but  really  we  were  just 
trying  to  have  one,  or  something. 

Q  And-  other  times  you  did  have 

: on v er s a t i ons  and  some  of  them  were  pretty  lengthy, 
weren't  they? 

A  Yeah. 

Q  And  what  have  you  discussed  in  these 

telephone  conversations? 

MR.  VAN  SICKLE:  May  I  suggest  that 
.t  would  expedite  matters  to  limit  this  inquiry  into 
letters  pertaining  to  the  lawsuit  as  opposed  to  all 
>f  the  social  chat  that  may  have  occurred  -- 

MR.  HERTZBERG:  I  don’t  want  the 
ocial  chat,  but  I  want  him  to  break  down  the 
ubjects  that  were  covered,  and  then  we  will  go  into 
he  relevant  points. 

MR.  VAN  SICKLE:  Okay. 

A  Hell,  a  whole  lot  of  it  has  to  do  with 
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that  --  a  lot  of  it  was  just  kind  of  just  verifying, 
I  guess,  things  they  already  knew.  A  lot  of  it  was 
just  asking  us  questions  about  our  experiences, 

Q  Did  you  give  them  a  copy  of  the 

Complaint,  or  did  they  have  a  copy  when  they  cane  to 
the  meeting? 


A  I  don't  know,  I  don't  remember, 

Q  There  was  a  copy  of  the  Complaint  at  the 

meeting? 

A  I  don't  remember  that,  either. 

0  You  are  not  sure? 

A  No. 


Q  There  may  have  been,  or  there  may  not 
have  been? 


A 

Q 


A 


Yeah. 

In  any  event,  you  discussed  your 
in  the  church  -- 

Yes . 


0  —  with  Wei ko s  and  Sappell? 

A  Yes . 

Q  And  Vicki  discussed  her  experiences  in 

church  with  Welkos  and  Sappell? 

A  Right. 

Q  And  they  took  notes? 

A  Yeah. 
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0  Handwritten  notes? 

A  Yeah. 

0  And  they  tape  recorded  the  meetings? 

A  Yeah, 

Q  Do  you  have  the  copy  of  the  tape? 

A  Of  their  tape? 

Q  Yes. 

A  No. 

Q  Have  you  ever  asked  them  for  one? 

A  No , 

Q  Did  you  tape  record  the  meeting? 

A  Yeah. 

And  do  you  have  a  copy  of  the  tape? 

A  Actually,  I  do,  somewhere,  yeah, 

Q  All  right. 

MR.  HERTZBERGi  We  are  going  to  ask 
the  -tape  be  produced, 


MR,  VAN  SICKLE)  Well,  you  can  ask. 
will  think  it  over.  I  don't  see  how  it  is  really 
elevant,  happened  way  after  the  fact. 


a  LIALO  tnnAri 


*  4  0  ail  account 


lelr  experience  In  Scientology.  It  i»  ..  can  lead 

)  --  It  Is  calculated  to  lead  to  admissible 
'idence. 


MR.  VAN  SICKLE)  I  don't  --  J 
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would  have  discussed  with  him. 

0  Have  you  had  any  discussions  with  Welkos 

and  Sappell  subsequent  to  the  meeting  that  you  had 
with  bin  f a c e- t o- f ac e 7 


A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 


No.  1  don't  think.  I  don't  think  so. 

You  don't  think  so? 

Huh-uh . 

You  don't  remember  for  sure? 

I  don't  recall  any  conversation  with  them 

1  i nc e  then. 

0  you  don't  recall  Vicki  having  any 

onver  sations  with  them? 

A  No. 

0  When  was  the  last  time  you  spoke  with  Joe 

a  nny  ? 

°hf  boy.  what  is  today?  Thursday? 
onday  f  maybe.  Sunday.  Somewhere  around  there. 

Q  What  did  you  discuss  with  him  on  Sunday 

r  Monday? 

A  I  think  we  were  joking  about  this 

Jnspi r acy  thing  again. 

Q  You  joke  with  Joe  Yanny  a  lot. 

A  He  is  a  funny  guy. 

Q  Do  you  remember  what  else  you  discussed 
th  him  this  last  time? 
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A  No.  I  mean,  at  that  point  in  time,  1 

:hink  that’s  all  we  did  discussed.  I  was  trying  to 
'heer  hira  up. 

Q  He  needed  to  be  cheered  up? 

A  Yeah.  He  sounded  a  little  down. 

Q  Did  you  talk  to  hire  about  your  wife's 

eposition  in  the  case? 

A  Other  than  the  fact  that  it  had  occurred, 

ou  mean? 

Q  Any  aspect  of  it. 

A  Well,  yeah.  I  mean,  I  told  hira  that  she 

as  getting  deposed. 

Q  What  did  he  say? 

A  Well,  I  remember  one  tine  telling  hira 

1  thou9h-  --  was  telling  ne  you  guys  were 

’*  first  aey  or  something  like  that  was  all  just 

>out  Joe,  and  1  told  Joe  that,  that  they  were  still 
■ying  to  get  into  this  conspiracy  thing. 

0  Anything  else? 

A  Not  that  readily  comes  to  mind.  i  mean, 

u  know,  just  --  nothing  deep  and  significant.  i 
an,  you  know,  it  was  not  I  mean,  you  know,  it's 
t  like  --  who's  to  say. 

Q  Well,  you  have  kept  Joe  apprised  of  the 

ogress  of  your  case,  have  you  not? 
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A 

0 

A 


A  If  you  as  to  vhat  is  going  on,  that 

I  an  getting  deposed,  he  is  getting  deposed,  they 
ate  getting  deposed,  ve  ate  all  getting  -- 
0  Yes . 

A  Sure. 

Q  And  you  have  asked  him  for  advice  about 

jvarious  matters,  haven't -you? 

A  Hot  at  all. 

0  Not  at  all? 

Not  at  all . 

And  he  hasn't  volunteered  any  to  you? 

I  have  a  source  of  advice  on  my  case. 

Jl'it  pointing  at  my  attorney  here.  Joe  has  not  --  I 
|ir,ean,  --  no,  sir,  not  really. 

Q  Not  at  all? 

A  Again,  now  you  are  getting  back  to  us 

[joking  back  and  forth  about  stuff,  but  I  don't  know 

!if  you  rea^y  vant  to  get  into  that.  But  — 

0  You  joked  around  with  Joe  Yanny  about 

|your  case? 

A  Actually,  I  think  it  is  probably  mote 

[about  his  case. 

0  About  his  case.  But  some  about  your 

[case? 

A  No.  I  think  it  was  mostly  just  about 
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this  conspiracy  concept. 

0  Joe  Yanny  --  did  you  know  that  Joe  Yanny 

was  deposed  last  week? 


A 

0 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 


Last  week? 

Yes .  Last  week , 

Yeah,  I  think  I  did. 

His  deposition  was  taken  in  California. 
Ok  ay . 

You  knew  that,  right? 

I. think  so. 

He  spoke  to  Vicki  about  it,  didn't  he, 
efore  the  deposition? 

A  I  don't  know  if  he  did  or  not.  if  he 

poke  to  Vicki  before  his  deposition? 

Q  Yes , 

A  I  don't  think  uo.  I  thought  he  just 

poke  to  me,  but  he  night  have. 

Q  Did  you  read  any  portions  of  her 

eposition  transcript  to  him? 

A  Oh,  absolutely  not. 

Q  Did  Vicki? 

A  No.  We  didn't  even  have  a  copy. 

Q  Joe  Yanny  said  --  testified  under  oath  at 

3  deposition  la»t  week  that  what  he  talked  to  you 
^ut  recently  was  -mostly  pussy  and  watermelon."  Do 
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STATE  0?  TEXAS  ) 

COUNTY  OP  DALLAS  ) 

r'  R°9ei  ”•  Hlller>  Certified  Shorthand 
Reporter  In  and  for  the  state  of  Tesas,  certify  that 
the  for .going  deposition  of  RICHARD  N .  AZNARAN  va. 
reported  s t enogr aphl tally  by  me  at  the  time  and  plac 
indicated,  said  witness  having  been  placed  under  oat; 
by  ne,  and  that  the  deposition  1,  ,  true  record  of 
the  testimony  given  by  the  witness. 

I  further  certify  that  I  am  neither  counsel  for 
nor  related  to  any  party  in  this  cause  and  am  not 
financially  interested  in  its  outcome. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  of  office  on  this 
the  14th  day  of  July,  1988. 


n 


Shorthand  Reporter  No.  328  in  ' 

t£e  state  of  Texas 

It  Harris'  R*ce,  Cogburn 

3100  5  Rooooilte" 

3100  McKinnon  Suite  1000 

Dallas,  Texas  75201 


•/ 


Inc 


My  commission  expires  December  31,  1988. 
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UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
CENTRAL  DISTRICT  0?  CALIFORNIA 


CKI  J 
CHARD 


AZHARAH  AND 
N.  AZNARAH 


/  ER5US 


* 

* 

* 


t 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  * 
'  A  L I  F  0  R  N  I A  ,  I  IJC.t  CHURCH  * 
)F  SPIRITUAL  TECHNOLOGY,  * 
:NC. ;  SCIENTOLOGY  * 
1 1 SS IONS  INTERNATIONAL,  * 
NC. ;  RELIGIOUS  TECHNOLOGY* 
:  ENTER,  INC.;  AUTHOR  * 
i  ERV  ICES,  INC.;-  CHURCH  * 
>F  SCIENTOLOGY  * 
NTERNATIONAL,  INC.;  * 
HURCU  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  * 
OS  ANGELES,  INC.;  * 
ISSION  OFFICE  WORLDWIDE;  * 
UTHOR  FAMILY  TRUST;  THE  * 
oi«TE  OF  L.  RON  HU3DARD;  * 
AVID  MISCAVIGE;  AND  * 
ORMAN  STARKEY  * 


NO.  CV  83-1706- WOK 


ORAL  DEPOSITION  OF 
RICHARD  N.  AZHARAH 
VOLUME  2 


On  the  5th  day  of  July,  1988,  at 
):00  a .  n .  ,  the  oral  deposition  of  the  above-named 
Ltness  was  taken  at  the  instance  of  the  Defendants 
;£ore  Roger  W.  Miller,  Certified  Shorthand  Reporter 
i  and  for  the  State  of  Texas,  at  the  offices  of 
>han,  S i m p 3 o n ,  Cow  1 i show ,  Aranza  t  Wulff, 
t  the  City  of  Dallas,  County  of  Dallas,  State  of 
(xas,  pursuant  to  the  agreement  hereinbefore  set  forth 
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appearances 


Appearing  for  the  Plaintiffs 

CUMMINS  G  WHITE 

1600  Wilahire  Boulevard 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90017-1695 

By:  Hr.  Barry  Van  Sickle 


Appearing  for  Author  Services 

i»r.  Michael  Lee  Hertzbory 
275  Madison  Avenue 
New  York ,  fJY  10  016 


Appearing  for  Church  of 
Scientology  International 

RABINCVITZ,  30UDIN,  STAND -\ROf 
KRlHSKY,  LIES  ERMAS 
7  4  0  Broadway  at  As  tar  Place- 
’•  cv  York,  NY  10003-951  6 

By:  Mr.  Eric  Li obornan 


•^o  ^resent:  Mr.  Matt  Ward 

Mr.  Warren  Me Shane 
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A  On  the  high  side,  once  a  week,  on  the  low 

side,  no . 

Q  After  she  went  into  the  RPF,  did  you  -- 

by  the  way,  when  we  are  talking  about  her  going  into 
the  RTF,  what  tine  period  are  we. talking  about? 

^  ^  believe  that  was  February  of  '07. 

0  And  that  was  until  when? 

A  Until  sho  and  I  departed. 

Q  Did  you  get  any  telephone  calls  front 

^icki  when  she  was  in  the  ?.??? 

A  No. 

Q  Nhat  was  your  reaction  when  you  found  out 

-  hatch  c  will  wasintheRPF? 

A  I  was  extremely  upset. 

Q  When  was  the  first  letter  that  you  got 

'hich  indicated  that  she  was  in  the  RPF? 

A  That's  not  how  I  found  out  she  was  in  the 

?F. 

Q  She  wrote  to  you,  but  she  didn't  tell  ycu 

he  was  in  the  RPF? 

A  No,  somebody  else  told  rae  when  she  went 

o  the  RPF, 

0  When  was  that? 

A  That  would  have  been  the  day  after  she 

ent  to  the  RPF, 
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That  was  soaetice  in  March? 

Febr uary . 

I’m  sorry,  in  February? 

Yeah. 

Of  1987? 

Yes,  I  'e  just  —  the  reason  I'n  —  I 
ihink  that  in  actual  fact,  the  day  before  that  I  had 
ticked  up  a  bit  of  a  fuss,  and  so  Vicki  was  allowed 
- o  make  a  very  short  phone  call  to  r.c  to  tell  r.c 
-hat  she  was  going  to  the  P.PF,  not  to  worry,  that  -- 
and  "then  the  next  day  --  that  was  all.  Then  the 
Text  day  is  when  I  got  the  briefing. 

Q  -And  you  were  told  that  she  had  gone  to 
: h  e  RPF? 

A  Yes. 

Q  Did  you  say  anything  to  anybody  about  the 

'act  that  she  was  in  the  RPF? 

A  At  any  tire  or  — 

Q  In  -- 

A  I  nean,,  yeah,  I  said  a  lot  of  things. 

0  One  nonent,  please.  Did  you  answer 

'icki’s  letters  to  you  when  she  was  in  the  RPF? 

A  I  did  tore  than  answer.  I  wrote  on  a 

cgular  basis, 

Q  How  often  did  you  write  to  her? 

190 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

10 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


j 


409 

RICKARD  H.  AZNARAN  -  7-15-88  VOLUHE  2 

STATE  OF  TEXAS  ) 

COUNTY  OF  DALLAS  ) 

If  Roger  W .  Miller,  Certified  Shorthand 
Reporter  in  and  for  the  State  of  Texas,  certify  that 
the  foregoing  deposition  of  RICHARD  H.  AZNARAN  vas 
reported  stenogr aphically  by  ne  at  the  time  and  place 
indicated,  said  witness  having  been  placed  under  oath 
by  ne,  and  that  the  deposition  is  a  true  record  of 
the  testimony  given  by  the  witness. 

I  further  certify  that  I  on  neither  counsel  for 
nor  related  to  any  party  in  this  cause  and  an  not 
financially  interested  in  its  outcome. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  of  office  on  this  . 
the  15th  day  of  July,  1938. 


Roger  W.  Hiller,  Certified 
Shorthand  Reporter  No.  328  in 
and  for  the  State  of  Texas 
Stanley,  Harris,  Rice,  Cogburn, 
Stunkard,  Miller  t  Associates,  Inc 
3100  HcKinnon  Suite  1000 
Dallas,  Texas  75201 


ly  commission 


expires  December  31, 


1  988  . 
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IN  THE  UNITED  STATES 
CENTRAL  DISTRICT  OF 


district  court 
CALIFORNIA 


VICKI  J.  AZNARAN  AND 
RICKARD  -N.  AZNARAN 


VERSUS  » 

* 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  * 
CALIFORNIA,  INC.;  CHURCH  * 
OF  SPIRITUAL  TECHNOLOGY,  * 
INC.;  SCIENTOLOGY  MISSIONS* 
INTERNATIONAL,  INC.;  * 

RELIGIOUS  TECHNOLOGY  * 

CENTER,  INC.;  AUTHOR  * 

SERVICES,  INC.;  CHURCH  OF  * 
SCIENTOLOGY  INTERNATIONAL,* 
INC.;  CHURCH  OF 
SCIENTOLOGY  OF  LOS 
ANGELES,  INC.;  MISSION  * 
OFFICE  WORLDWIDE;  AUTHOR  * 
FAMILY  TRUST;  THE  ESTATE  * 
OF  L.  RON  HUBBARD;  DAVID  * 
MISCAVIGS;  AND  NORMAN  * 

STARKEY  * 


NO.  CV  8  8-178  6  - WDK 


ORAL  DEPOSITION  OF 
RICHARD  N.  AZNARAN 
VOLUME  2 

On  the  24th  day  of  January  1989,  at 
10:00  a . m .  the  oral  deposition  of  the  above-named 
witness  was  taken  at  the  instance  of  the 
defendants  before  Roger  W.  Miller,  Certified 
Shorthand  Reporter  in  and  for  the  State  of  Texas,  at 
the  offices  of  Stanley,  Harris,  Rice,  3100  McKinnon, 
Suite  1000,  in  the  City  of  Dallas,  County  of  Dallas 
State  of  Texas,  pursuant  to  the  agreement  hereinafter 


set  forth. 
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APPEARANCES 


Appearing  for  the  Defendants 

COOLEY ,  MANION,  MOORE  &  JONES 
530  Atlantic  Avenue 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02210 
By:  Mr.  Earle  C.  Cooley 

Also  Present:  Mr.  Matt  Ward 


STANLEY,  HARRIS,  RICE  ^4-720-4567 
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if  they  *11  did  it  or  Bone  of  them  refused  o-r  what. 

Paragraph  S  of  your  declaration  you  say, 
"Guardian's  Office  personnel  had  told  me  repeatedly  the 
they  --  meaning  the  releases  --  "did  not  hold  water  and 
merely  a  deterrent." 

Who  in  the  Guardian's  office  told  you  that? 

A.  Yard  guns  office  personnel  down  in  Austin, 
Texas . 


Q.  Give  me  names,  please,  if  you  can.  If  you 

can't,  just  Bay  so. 

A.  There  was  a  guy  named  James,  and  I  don't 
remember  his  last  name.  He  ended  up  going  to  the 
Guardian's  Office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  and  I  think  he 
is  --  runs  a  software  company  now  and  another  guy  named 
D.-.nny ,  and  I  don't  recall  his  last  name.  Danny  is  the 
one  that  I  worked  with  on  most  occasions.  He  later 
routed  out  of  the  Guardian’s  Office. 


Q-  Is  it  --  can  you  tell  me  the  year  you  were 
told  this? 

A.  The  first  time  I  would  have  heard  this  --  oh, 
Mso,  I  heard  that  from  a  Class  VIII,  by  the  name  of 

5ean  Stokes.  He  was  the  Executive  Director  of  the  local 
franchise . 


Q.  Dallas? 

A.  Yes. 
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Q.  Okay. 

And  the  first  time  would  have  probably  been 


74 


Q<  That  would  be  from  Stokes? 

A.  And  Austin. 

Q.  Now,  you  Bay  this  va s  later  confirmed  by  cult 

attorney  John  Peterson? 

A .  Yeah. 

Oid  Peterson  tell  that  to  you? 

A‘  1  doR,t  recall  if  Peterson  told  me  directly  or 

if  Vicki  had  told  me  at  the  time.  As  a  member  of  OSA 

Int.,  International,  I  was  aware  of  it  anyway  at  that 
point . 


1  interested  in  what  Peterson  said  and  to 
whom  ft  n  d  vlvsn  . 

A  0k*y‘  1  3uet  answered  that  to  the  best  of  my 

movledge . 

0.  Now,  you  say  in  paragraph  6  of  your 
lec laration ,  -it  was  .tressed  at  the  time  of  the  signing 
>f  the  releases  that  if  we  spoke  to  government  agents 
.bout  any  confidential  information  we  had  concerning 
he  cult,  that  we  would  be  in  violation  of  our 
greements  and  that  we  would  be  sued." 

Who  told  you  that? 

A.  That  would  have  probably  be  Marty.  yes,  it 
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STATE  OF  TEXAS  ) 

„ COUNTY  OF  DALLAS  ) 

This  is  to  certify  that  I,  Reger  W.  Miller, 
Certified  Shorthand  Reporter  in  and  for  the  State  of 
Texas,  reported  in  shorthand  the  proceedings  conducted 
at  the  time  and  place  set  forth  in  the  caption  hereof 
and  that  the  above  and  foregoing  pages  contain  a  full, 
true,  and  correct  transcript  of  said  proceedings. 

I  further  certify  that  I  ar.  neither  counsel  for 
nor  related  to  any  party  in  this  cause  and  an  not 
financially  interested  in  its  outcome. 

Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  of  office  on  this 
the  24th  day  of  January , *  1  9 8 2 . 


Roger  W. Miller,  Certified 

Shorthand  Reporter  No.  328 
in  and  for  the  State  of  Texas 


My  commission  expires  December.  JT,  1989 
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DECLARATION  OF  VICKI  J.  A 2 NARAN 


I,  Vicki  J.  Aznaran,  make  the  following  declarations  'o: 
personal  knowledge  except  where  the  context  indicates  knowledg- 
based  upon  information  and  belief. 

1.  My  husband  Richard  Aznaran  and  I  are  plaintiffs  in  th< 
instant  action  wherein  defendants  (hereinafter  referred  to  col¬ 
lectively  as  "Scientology")  have  moved  to  strike  our  entire 
complaint  and  to  prevent  our  attorneys  from  representing  us. 

2.  As  set  forth  in  more  detail  below,  my  husband  and  I  wen 
involved  with  Scientology  for  approximately  15  years.  For  much  o i 
that  time  we  were  'members  of  an  organization  known  as  the  Sea 
Organization.  This  organization  is  an  elite  organization  withir 
Scientology.  The  Sea  Organization  has  considerable  influence  anc 
control  over  Scientology  organizations.  Generally,  Sea  Organiza¬ 
tion  members  hold  the  management  posts  within  Scientology. 

In  1978,  after  approximately  four  years  as  staff 
members,  my  husband  and  I  joined  the  Sea  Organization.  From  1978 
v.o  early  1987,  my  husband  and  I  worked  most  of  our  waking  hours, 
with  very  few  days  off,  at  our  various  assignments  withir. 
Scientology.  I  eventually  became  President  of  Religious 
Technology  Center  and,  supposedly,  the  top  "ecclesiastical" 
authority  within  Scientology.  Richard  was  a  high-level  security 
officer.  During  this  period  my  husband  and  I  became  intimately 
familiar  with  the  structure  and  activities  of  various  Scientology 
organizations.  Among  other  things,  I  was  briefed  on  and  sometimes 
a  participant  in  meetings  involving  litigation  tactics  and  various 
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rcear.s  used  to  attack  and  fight  "enemies"  of  Scientology. 

numerous  instances  I  was  in  the  chain  of  command  or  approval  f 

such  activities.  The  legal  strategy  of  Scientology  and  t: 

existence  of  numerous  potential  legal  problems,  some  of  which  a: 

set  forth  below,  were  known  to  me  when  I  was  a  staff  member  : 

Scientology.  Contrary  to  what  I  understand  to  be  claimed  1 

defendants  herein.  Hr.  Y.nny  did  not  reveal  to  me  the  leg; 

strategies  or  secrets  of  Scientology.  Nor  did  Hr.  Yanny  invent  c 

open  my  eyes  to  the  wrongs  that  I  had  suffered  at  the  hands  c 
Scientology. 

4-  I  have  become  an  "enemy”  of  Scientology.  This  ha 

certain  consequences  that  will  influence  what  Scientology  will  d 

^  ^  ^  ^  litigation.  for*  exa^nle  it*  Sc  4 . 

7  s  important  to  understan 

that  their  value  system  allows  dishonesty  if  done  in  the  name  o 

Scientology. 

5.  Enemies  of  Scientology  are  deemed  to  be  "suppressiv, 

persons"  One  becomes  a  "suppressive  person"  by  doing  ; 

suppressive  act,  such  as  suing  Scientology  as  a  litigant  o: 

.awyer.  In  the  Jargon  of  Scientology,  when  one  is  "declared”  this 
means  that  one  has  been  declared  a  "suppressive  person"  and. 
therefore,  may  be  harassed,  hurt,  damaged  or  destroyed  without 
regard  to  truth,  honesty  or  legal  rights.  It  is  considered 

acceptable  within  Scientology  to  lie,  cheat,  steal  ar.d  commit 
illegal  acts  in  the  name  of  dealing  with  a  "suppressive  person". 

6.  This  practice  or  policy  is  sometimes  referred  to  as  the 
policy  of  "fair  game”.  In  the  jargon  of  Scientology,  a  person  who 
is  declared  is  understood  to  be  a  suppressive  person.  This 
means  that  the  person -is  “fair  game".  The  fair  game  policy  was 
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issued  in  the  1960s.  It  was  never  cancelled.  A  document  wa. 
issued  for  public  relations  reasons  that  purportedly  cancelle: 

fair  game";  however,  that  document  stated-  that  it  did  not  changt 
the  manner  of  handling  persons  declared  "SP."  in  reality,  thf 
purported  cancellation  of  fair  game  is  at  most  a  matter  o: 
semantics .  Enemies  of  Scientology  are  treated  as  "fair  game.' 

7.  It  is  my  understanding,  and  I  have  so  testified  in  nr. 
deposition,  that  when  my  husband  and  I  escaped  from  Scientology  we 
were  not  immediately  declared  suppressive  persons  or  subjected  tc 
the  fair  game  policy.  Among  other  things,  we  were  compelled  to  do 
certain  things  and  sign  various  documents  to  escape  and  avoid 
being  subjected  to  fair  game  treatment.  As  we  have  now  sued 
Scientology,  we  are  "fair  game". 

8.  From  1984  through  early  1987,  I  was  President  of 
Religious  Technology  Center  (hereinafter  "RTC" ) .  As  President  of 
RTC  and  a  Sea  Organization  member,  I  attended  many  meetings 
-once. rung  the  numerous  legal  actions  involving  Scientology 
organizations.  During  this  time  period,  I  had  personal  access  to 
ill  xegal  documents  having  to  do  with  RTC.  I  received  a  report 
ivery  day  on  my  computer  that  included  a  synopsis  of  each  ongoing 
■egal  case  involving  Scientology.  I  received,  or  so  I  was  told, 
:opies  of  every  major  motion  filed  in  cases  involving  Scientology. 

was  on  the  "approval  lines"  for  legal  documents  dealing  with 
■TC.  During  this  time  period,  I  had  the  option  of  attending  legal 
eetings  although  some  were  mandatory.  I  attended  many  litigation 
eetmgs  and  became  generally  aware  of  Scientology's  dirty  tricks 
nd  legal  maneuvers.  On  specifics,  I  frequently  deferred  to 
n-house  and  outside  counsel,  however,  at  least  in  theory,  I  was 
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the  head  of  RTC  and  had  access  to  any  business  or  litigatic 
"secrets"  of  Scientology. 

9.  _As  President  of  RTC,  I  was  one  of  those  responsible  fc 
retaining  the  services  of  Joseph  Yanny  as  counsel  for  Scientoloc 
organizations.  I  supervised  and  worked  with  Mr.  Yanny  who  serve 
as  coordinating  attorney  for  RTC  in  19S5.  I  am  not  aware  of  ar. 
legal  or  corporate  information  concerning  RTC  that  was  availabl 
to  Mr.  Yanny  but  not  available  to  me. 

10.  I  am  informed  and  believe  that  various  Scientolog 
organizations  are  contending  that  Mr.  Yanny  has  somehow  improper], 
educated  me  on  the  legal  maneuvers,  tactics  and  affairs  o 
Scientology.  Although  such  claims  are  consistent  with  liticat^o’ 
tactics  of  Scientology,  which  are  not  constrained  by  considera¬ 
tions  such  as  truth  and  reality,  the  proposition  that  I  neec 
Mr.  Yanny  to  educate  me  on  the  internal  affairs  of  Scientology  i< 
simply  wrong.  I  was  one  of  the  highest  ranking  members  o: 
Scientology  and  was  involved  in  upper  management.  Mr.  Yanny  was  i 
lawyer  hired  by  management,  of  which  I  was  a  part,  to  work  for  it 
rurther,  it  was  ihe  practice  during  the  time  period  in  question  tc 
screen  the  information  given  to  outside  counsel  such  as  Mr  Yanny. 

11.  It  is  the  stated  policy  and  practice  of  Scientology  tc 
ise  the  legal  system  to  abuse  and  harass  its  enemies.  This  crude, 
:undamental  directive  of  Scientology  is  no  secret.  In  any  event, 
.his  information  did  not  come  to  me  from  Mr.  Yanny.  The  policy  is 
o  d0  anything  and  everything  possible  to  harass  the  opposing 
ltigant  without  regard  to  whether  any  particular  motion  or 
aneuver  is  appropriate  or  warranted  by  the  facts  or  applicable 

aw.  That  policy  was  followed  in  every  legal  case  I  was  involved 
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witn  or  learned  about  while  a  member  of  the  Sea  Organization.  Th 
management  of  Scientology  consistently  expressed  and  demonstrate 
a  complete  disdain  for  the  court  system  viewing  it  as  nothing  sor 
than  a  method  to  harass  enemies.  Some  examples  of  this  are  se 
forth  below. 

12.  During  litigation  between  Gerald  Armstrong  an: 
Scientology,  which  was  before  Judge  Ereckenridge  of  Superior  Ccur- 
for  Los  Angeles  County,  the  court  ordered  the  production  o; 
Armstrong's  pre-clear  ("PC")  folders.  These  are  files  maintain* 
by  Scientology  on  tncse  who  submit  to  interrogation  sessions  in  £ 
process  called  auditing.  During  the  course  of  that  litigation  I 
was  ordered  to  go  through  Armstrong’s  folders  and  destroy  or 
conceal  anything  that  might  be  damaging  to  Scientology  or  helpful 
to  Armstrong's  case.  As  ordered,  I  went  through  the  files  and 
destroyed  contents  that  might  support  Armstrong's  claims  against 
Scientology.  This  practice  is  known  within  Scientology  as 

"culling  PC  folders"  and  is  a  common  litigation  tactic  employed  by 
Scientology. 

13.  During  other  litigation  in  Los  Angeles  known  to  me  as 
the  Roller sheim  case,  I  was  told  that  the  judge  had  ordered  the 
production  of  Wollersheim ’ s  folders.  As  ordered,  I  "culled"  these 
files.  In  other  words,  I  removed  contents  that  might  have  been 
damaging  to  Scientology  or  support  Wollersheim' s  claims  against 
Scientology.  For  example,  I  removed  evidence  of  events  involving 
his  family,  the  anguish  this  caused  him,  evidence  of  disconnection 
from  family  and  evidence  of  fair  game. 

14.  I  was  involved  in  numerous  meetings  concerning  what  is 

r 

known  to  me  as  the  Chri stof ferson  case  in  Portland,  Oregon.  This 
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case  was  tried  twice.  In  the  first  case,  a  Scientology  witness  b 
the  name  of  Martin  Samuels  was'  coached  and  drilled  for  hours  o: 
how  to  He  convincingly  or  avoid  telling  the  truth.  Before  o: 
during  the  second  trial  he  admitted  to  this  course  of  conduct.  ir 
this  litigation,  a  Scientologist  by  the  name  of  Joan  Shrive: 
produced  responsive  documents  that  may  have  been  incriminating 
This  was  a  serious  breach  of  policy  for  which  she  was  punished 
These  documents  were  ordered  produced  on  such  short  notice  that 
apparently  files  were  not  thoroughly  "culled".  In  another  case, 
Mr.  Yanny  was  severely  criticized  and  almost  fired  for  faiUng  *- 

properly  coach  and  feed  the  desired  answers  to  Heber  Jentzsch. 

^  ^  uZ  sch  was ,  £o  r  d  u  ]d  X  ^  c  0  c  ^ 

^  reasons,  the  purported  head 

of  the  Church  of  Scientology  International.  During  his  deposi¬ 
tion,  Mr.  Jentzsch  was  unable  to  answer  fundamental  questions 
concerning  the  management  of  Church  of  Scientology  International. 
This  may  be  what  certain  defendants  are  referring  to  when  they  say 
that  they  were  dissatisfied  with  Mr.  Yanny’ s  services  and  I 
protected  him.  There  were  those,  including  McShane,  who  were 
outraged  by  the  embarrassing  testimony  of  Mr.  Jentzsch.  This  was 
olamed  on  Mr.  Yanny,  I  did  not  wish  ro  discontinue  using 
•!r.  Yanny  at  RTC  for  this  perceived  problem. 

15.  In  November,  1935,  I  was  present  at  a  meeting  whereat 
-arle  ^ooley,  a  Scientologist  lawyer,  Lyman  Spurlock  and  Norman 
>tarkey,  all  high  ranking  Scientologists,  announced  that  they  were 
roing  to  contact  Judge  Mariana  Pfaelzer.  Earlier  that  day  Judge 
'f aelzer  had  denied  a  Scientology  motion  for  a  temporary 
estraining  order.  After  losing  on  the  application  there  was  a 

r 

eeting  to  determine  what  to  do  about  the  situation.  At  the 
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meeting  Mr.  Cooley  had  a  file  that  purportedly  contained  bac 
ground  and  personal  information  on  Judge  Pfaelzer.  During  t 
meeting  Mr.  Cooley  and  the  others  announced  that  they  were  goi 
to  attempt  to  meet  with  Judge  Pfaelzer  that  evening,  at  her  hou 
if  necessary,  concerning  the  litigation  in  which  the  tempora 
restraining  order  had  been  sought.  Thereafter,  Mr.  Cooley  and  f 
others  left  with  their  file  on  Judge  Pfaelzer.  They  return* 
several  hours  later  at  which  time  I  was-  told  that  their  attemp- 
to  contact  Judge  Pfaelzer  had  been  unsuccessful. 

16.  In  late  1S79  and  early  1SS0,  there  was  a  massive  doci 
ment  destruction  program  undertaken  to  destroy  any  evidenc 
showing  that  L.  Ron  Hubbard  ( "LRK" )  controlled  Scientology, 
participated  in  this  activity  in  Clearwater,  Florida  and  a 
informed  that  there  was  also  intensive  document  destruction  a 
facilities  in  Gilman  Hot  Springs,  California.  From  at  least  tha 
point  onward  there  was  a  continuous  effort  to  hide  or  destroy  an 
evicer.ce  of  Hubbard's  control.  For  example,  during  an  IRS  in 
vestication  in  1984  and  1985,  while  in  b  d  with  pneumonia,  I  wa 
ordered  out  of  bed  by  Norman  Starkey  who  void  me  that  they  ha 
received  a  tip  from  a  Los  Angeles  Police  officer  advising  them  c 
a  pending  IRS  raid  in  Los  Angeles.  Mr.  Starkey  ordered  me  to  g 
to  a  computer  facility  and  insure  that  all  information  on  th 
computers  in  Los  Angeles  that  might  show  Hubbard's  involvement  an 
control  of  Scientology's  money  was  destroyed  except  for  one  cop 
of  each  document.  These  copies  were  to  be  saved  on  computer  disc 
which  were  to  be  hidden  in  secure  storage  places.  At  the  time 
was  also  instructed  to  destroy  anything  that  would  show  th 
control  of  Mr.  Starkey  or  Mr.  Miscavige  over  Scientology. 
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17.  I  have  been  informed  and  believe  that  a  an  improp 
affidavit  was  filed  in  a  case  brought  by  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  Jr. 
Riverside.,  California.  The  circumstances  were  as  follows:  Ti 
document  purported  to  be  an  affidavit  of  L.  Ron  Hubbard.  Ti 
signature  of  Hubbard  was  purportedly  notarized  by  David  Miscavig, 
It  as  my  understanding  that  this  affidavit  caused  the  case  to  l 
dismissed.  Subsequently,  I  was  told  by  Fat  Broeker,  who  had  be, 
living  with  Hubbard  at  the  time,  and  by  Miscavige,  that  Miscavic 
had  not  seen  Hubbard  between  1S80  and  Hubbard’s  death  in  19Se 
Accordingly,  the  affidavit  was  apparently  signed,  notarized  ar. 
dated  during  a  time  period  when  Hubbard  was  in  seclusion  and  no 

seen  by  the  person  who  purportedly  notarized  the  signature  o 
Hubbard. 

18.  In  or  about  1981,  while  working  in  a  Scientology  orgari 
zation  known  as  the  Guardian's  Office,  I  had  access  to  an: 
observed  various  written  and  oral  communications  pertaining  t. 
illegitimate  activities  participated  in  by  the  Guardian’s  Office 
The  Guardian’s  Office  attempted  to  infiltrate  both  governmental 
and  private  agencies  including  the  IRS,  the  Department  of  Justice 
the  American  Medical  Association  and  the  National  Institute  oi 
Mental  Health.  The  purpose  of  this  was  to  steal  documents  pur¬ 
suant  to  Hubbard’s  "Snow  White"  program.  The  goal  of  this  prcgrar 
was  to  eliminate  any  negative  reports  about  Hubbard  and 
Scientology  that  may  have  been  held  by  these  various  agencies. 

19.  While  involved  in  Scientology  I  became  aware  of  various 
operations  directed  against  an  author  who  had  written  a  negative 
book  about  Scientology.  The  author,  Paulette  Cooper,  was  sub¬ 
jected  to  various. forms  of  harassment.  One  operation  included  an 
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a^ue.upt  to  frame  her.  A  false  bomb  threat  was  written.  !■ 
Scientology  agent  lifted  a  fingerprint  from  Cooper’s  apartment. 
These  fingerprints  were  then  transferred  to  the  bomb  threat 
letter.  Ms.  Cooper  was  subjected  to  an  investigation  and  was  not 
cleared  until  an  FBI  raid  resulted  in  the  seizure  of  Scientology 
documents  that  exposed  the  operation  as  a  frame-up.  There  was  at 
least  one  other  operation  directed  against  Ms.  Cooper.  The 
substance  of  it  was  to  plant  a  boyfriend  to  reinforce  and  play 

upon  her  suicidal  tendencies  in  the  hopes  that  she  would  commit 
suicide . 


20.  In  1976  and  1977,  the  then  Mayor  of  Clearwater,  Florida, 
Cabe  Cazares  was  involved  with  litigation  against  Scientology. 
Arrangements  were  made  to  have  an  attorney  by  the  name  of  Merril 
Vanniere,  a  Scientologist,  represent  Mr.  Cazares  and  sabotage  his 
case.  This  plot  was  also  exposed  by  documents  obtained  in  an  FBI 
ra.d  of  a  Scientology  facility.  Also,  in  response  to  Mr.  Cazares' 
litigation  against  Scientology,  an  attempt  was  made  to  implicate 
vIr.  Cazares  in  a  staged  hit-and-run  accident. 

21.  Du.  ing  the  time  period  of  my  involvement  with 
scientology,  I  also  learned  of  various  attempts  to  influence* 
judges  or  force  their  removal  from  cases.  For  example,  a  private 
.nvestigator  named  Dick  Bast  obtained  a  statement  from  a  prosti- 
:ute  concerning  involvement  with  a  certain  judge  in  Washington, 
>.C.  who  was  sitting  on  a  Scientology  case.  This  was  then  pub- 
lcized.  The  judge  did  not  continue  on  the  case.  The  same 
nvestigator,  Dick  Bast  was  also  hired  for  the  purpose  of  at- 
emptmg  to  force  the  removal  of  a  judge  in  Tampa,  Florida.  This 
nvolved  what  I  know  as  the  Burden  case,  which  was  civil 
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litigation  brought  by  Michael  Flynn.  Dick  Bast  secured  a  yacht 
and  attempted  to  get  the  judge  on  beard  for  the  purpose  of  filmine 
him  under  compromising  circumstances.  The  judge  declined  to  cc 
yachting  and  the  operation  was  unsuccessful.  Approximately 
$250,000.00  was  spent  on  the  operation. 

22.  I  have  been  informed  by  Mark  (Marty)  Rathbun,  a  high 
ranking  Scientologist,  that  his  private  investigator.  Gene  Incram 
fed  a  confession  to  Ala  Tamimi  when  visiting  him  in  an  Italian 
prison.  ^2"iis  fslss  concession  vss ,  in  suiDsCsnce  Th"" 

been  involved  in  a  bad  check  scam  involving  an  account  of  L.  Ron 
Hubbard.  This  false  confession  implicated  attorney  M^c^ae1  F'v~”y 
in  the  check  scam.  Michael  Flynn  was  at  the  time  considered  a 
major  enemy  of  Scientology  because  he  represented  numerous  clients 
with  claims  against  Scientology.  This  purported  confession  was 
used  to  slander  and  attack  Michael  Flynn.  Michael  Flynn  has  also 

been  sued  by  Scientology  as  part  of  its  "strategy"  for  handling 
enemies . 

23.  During  an  IRS  criminal  investigation  in  the  1984  to  1985 
time  period,  the  IRS  ordered  production  of  various  communications 
between  Hubbard  and  Author  Services,  Inc.  (ASI).  The  ASI  staff 
worked  literally  day  and  night  for  several  days  reviewing  docu¬ 
ments  so  that  unfavorable  documents  could  be  destroyed  or  other¬ 
wise  concealed  from  the  IRS.  Lyman  Spurlock  and  Marion  M.  Dendui, 
Scientologists  involved  in  this  operation,  informed  me  of  this 
operation.  Also  during  this  IRS  investigation,  my  husband,  Rick 
kznaran,  was  ordered  to  remove  and  conceal  any  incriminating 
documents  from  certain  locations.  He  was  also  directed  to  make 
the  computer  network  "raid  proof".  This  involved  creating  a 
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system  where  incriminating  documents  could  be  '  deleted  frc 

computer  storage  rapidly  and  before  the  IRS  could  obtain  contro 
over  the  .computers. 

24.  m  1985 ,  I  attended  a  conference  on  "squirrels"  attende 

by  Miscavige,  Starkey,  Spurlock,  and  McShane,  members  of  to: 

management,  and  others.  In  Scientology  jargon,  "squirrels"  an 

people  "ho  use  or  practice  seme  procedures  also  used  fc' 

Scientology  but  who  do  not  submit  to  the  total  control  of  th« 

Scientology  organization  and,  perhaps  most  importantly,  who  do  not 

pay  a  percentage  of  their  auditing  or  counseling  fees  tc 

Scientology.  At  this  meeting,  David  Miscavige  ordered  that  public 

Scientologists  be  organized  and  motivated  to  physically  attack 

squirrels  and  disrupt  their  operations  Tbi*  u  *■ 

V2S  Stated  to  be 

pursuant  to  the  standard  guidelines  of  Scientology.  Pursuant  to 
such  directives,  efforts  were  undertaken  tc  intimidate  and  disrupt 
these  persons  and  their  organizations. 

25,  In  1981,  operation  "Juggernaut"  was  commenced.  The 
purpose  of  this  was  tc  destroy  Michael  Flynn  who,  as  stated  above, 
was  representing  various  plaintiffs  with  litigation  against 
Scientology.  This  operation  contemplated  the  use  of  infiltration, 
oropaganda  and  attempts  to  persuade  clients  to  turn  against  him. 

26.  The  Guardians'  office  got  into  so  much  trouble,  and; 

/0rSe  *et  90t  =au*t,  that  it  was  decided  in  the  early  1980 's  that 
:he  Guardians'  Office  should  be  disbanded.  This  was  purely  a 
■ublio  relations  gimmick.  In  short,  it  was  decided  that  the 
uardians'  Office  and  Mary  Sue  Hubbard,  its  then  leader,  were. to 
ake  the  rap  for  all  criticism  and  improper  conduct.  This  scheme 
as  laid  out  in  various  written  communications  I  observed  in  1981 
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and  1982.  (Of  course,  I  was  not  allowed  to  keep  or  escape  fro: 
Scientology  with  any  such  incriminating  documents.) 

27.  _  Since  the  early  1970's,  Scientology  has  operated 

forced  labor  camp  known  as  the  Rehabilitation  Project  Forc< 
(  RPF").  Staff  members  are  incarcerated  in  the  RPF  for  various 
real  or  imagined  offense.  People  confined  at  this  camp  are  forcec 
to  perform  hard  physical  labor  every  day.  They  eat  rice  anc 
beans,  or  left-overs,  and  wear  rags.  They  are  deprived  of  suf¬ 
ficient  sleep.  In  1987,  I  was  confined  in  such  a  camp  at  Happ} 
Valley  for  approximately  six  weeks.  I  worked  all  day  and  was 
confined  in  a  room  at  night.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  I  was 
guarded  24  hours  a  day.  They  would  not  even  let  me  shower  alone. 
I  had  to  obtain  permission  to  use  a  bathroom.  I  was  ill  and  not 
allowed  to  obtain  medical  treatment.  I  was  not  allowed  to  com¬ 
municate  with  my  husband  nor  was  I  allowed  to  obtain  adequate 
sleep.  I  was  told  that  I  had  gone  insane  and  that  my  husband  did 
not  want  to  communicate  with  me.  I  was  physically  and  psycho¬ 
logically  abused  both  at  Happy  Valley  and  for  numerous  days 
thereafter  in  a  process  called  "security  checking".  Much  over¬ 
simplified,  I  was  grilled  on  a  primitive  lie  detector  called  an 
E-Meter  and  made  to  understand  that  I  would  not  be  released,  have 
my  property  returned,  or  escape  fair  game  policy  unless  I  even¬ 
tually  gave  all  of  the  "right"  answers.  Examples  of  "right" 
answers  were  responses  that  I  would  not  talk  to  a  lawyer  or 

consider  suing  Scientology.  I  had  to  give  such  answers  before 
being  released. 

28.  Recovering  from  the  years  of  brainwashing,  thought 
control  and  propaganda  to  which  Scientology  subjected  me  is  a 
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gradual  process  that  I  do  not  fully  understand.'  I  am  not  ; 

psychologist  or  psychiatrist  and  do  not  fully  understand  the 

ramifications  of  what  I  have  been  through  although  I  can  observe 

and  experience  many  symptoms.  I  have  many ' nightmares  and  a  fear 
of  Scientology. 

29.  The  suit  brought  by  Richard  Arnaran  and  myself  is  based 

upon  real  events  that  happened  to  real  people,  namely  us.  Just  as 

my  husband  and  I  do  not  need  Mr.  Yan.ny  to  educate  us  on  any 

secrets  cf  Scientology,  it  is  simply  untrue  that  our  claims  were 

somehow  invented  or  manufactured  by  Mr.  Yar.ny.  The  whimsical 

notion  that  Mr.  Yar.ny  invented  this  litigation  through  my  husband 
and  me  is  simply  false. 

30.  My  husband  and  I  consider  Mr.  Yar.ny  to  be  a  friend. 

Further,  it  might  be  noted  that  Mr.  Yar.ny  was  to  serve  as  my 

personal  counsel  in  a  class  action  against  Scientology  and 

numerous  individuals  including  myself.  Recent  events  have  changed 

th.s,  ..cuever,  there  was  a  period  of  time  when  Mr.  Yanny  was 

rurportecly  designated  as  my  personal  counsel  with  the  approval  of 
Scientology . 

31.  My  husband  ar.d  I  feel  quite  strongly  that  we  want  Barry 
■an  Sickle  and  the  firm  of  Cummins  *  White  to  represent  us  in  this 
ase.  Our  reasons  are  both  subjective  and  objective.  We  do  not 
ish  to  list  our  subjective  reasons,  although  we  will  do  so  if  the 
curt  requests  it.  Objectively,  it  might  be  noted  that  we  had 
onsiderable  difficulty  finding  counsel  willing  ar.d  in  a  position 
U..deruaxe  this  extremely  volatile,  time  consuming  and  expensive 
itigation.  We  are  unable  to  pay  hourly  rates  to  pursue  cur 
Laims  and  need  a  firm  willing  to  work  with  us  on  a  contingency 
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fee  basis.  I  Anticipate  great  difficulty,  delay  and  prejudice 
forced  to  find  other  counael. 

32.  "Based  upon  my  experience  within  Scientology  and  as 
litigant  against  it,  I  understand  that  this  ie  not  routine  lit 
gation.  If  I  am  forced  to  find  other  counsel,  prospective  couns 
will  be  presented  with  the  following  situation! 

(a)  A  complex  case  that  must  be  handled  on  a  cor.ti 
gency  fee  and  cost-advanced  basis; 

(b)  A  case  that  requires  a  litigation  team  and  su 
star.tial  financial  resources; 

(c)  A  case  involving  an  opponent  who  has  a  practice  a: 
history  of  suing  opposing  lawyers  as  a  tactic  in  addition  * 
subjecting  opposing  lawyers  to  surveillance,  depositions,  ir.fi. ' 
tration,  bad  publicity  and  the  full  ramifications  of  the  fair  ga: 
policy; 

(d)  A  case  where  the  opponent  is  not  constrained  by 
need  to  be  cost  effective,  truthful,  honest  or  reasonable;  a: 

(o)  A  case  that  requires  extraordinary  securii 
precautions . 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  the  laws  of  t! 

State  of  California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct. 

C7 

Executed  this  q_  day  of  August,  1988,  in  Dallas,  Texas 
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DECLARATION  O T  DQxPTwv  >_V>:  pr*yj 
I,  DOROTHY  ANN  PZTI,  hereby  declare  a ad  say  as  follows: 

1.  Froze  April  1SS7  until  June  1988,  I  was  employed  as  a  = 
legal'  secretary  at  the  £e»  Angeles  law  firm  cf  Eerzig  £  Yanny. 
I  have  direct  and  personal  knowledge  cf  the  ratters  set  forth 
i..  this  declaration  and,  if  called  as  a  witness,  could  and 
would'  competently  testify  thereto. 

2.  At  the  tire  that  I  began  working  at  Kerzig  £  Yanny, 

that  firm  was  prcvidir.c  rerula** 

-  - — c^,,..,,uir,g  legal  services 

to  Religious  Technology  Center  ("SIC"),  church  cf  Scientology 

International ,  Ino.  (CSI”, ,  and  Church  cf  Scientology  of 

California,  Inc.  ("CSC")  ar.d  had  bee"  p-ev'd-n**  s"~h  se-vices 

for  several  years.  This  attorn ev-c1  *•  e-*-  r^is»>v«ev,’ 

**  4  4  m  *  C®  6  ^•W4iS«*.p  V  ^  S 

terminated  in  or  about  December  cf  1S£7. 

3.  .On  Friday,  Kerch  IS,  1988,  Lisa  Kilske',  an  associate 

4 

at  He r2ic  £  Yanny,  asked  re  to  spend  the  weekend  at  her  home. 
Kilske,  who  is  the  girlfriend  cf  Joseph  A.  Yanny  ("Yanny") 
partner  with  Kerzig  £  Yanny,  shares  Yanny 's  Kermosa  Beach, 
California  residence. 

4.  Kilske  told  re  that  certain  individuals  who  had 
terminated  their  affiliation  with  the  Church  of  Scientolocy 
were  meeting  with  Yanny  that  weekend  and  that  she  wanted  re  to 
observe  the  proceedings  and  give  her  r.y  impressions.  Kilske 
also  told  re  that  the  individual’s  who  were  meeting  with  Yanny 
believed  they  had  certain  claims  against  the  Church  of 
Scientology. 

5.  Khen  I  arrived  at  Yanny  and  Kilske 's  Kermosa  Beach 
residence  on  Kerch  18,  1968,  Yanny  and  two  other  individuals 
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were  already  present.  These  individuals  were  introduced  to  re 
as  Bent  Ccrydcn  ("Corydon"}  and  Vicki  Aznaran  (« Aznaran-) . 
have  since  learned  that  Corydon  was,  and  is,  involved  in 
litigation  against  Yanny-s  forcer  clients,  RTC,  CSI  and  CSC. 

I  have  also  learned  that  Aznaran  vas  formerly  RTC's  President 

t.._w  s..e  a....  her  husoar.d  are  also  presently  involved  in 
litigation  against  PTC  and  ethers. 

6.  During  the  weekend  of  Karch  IS,  isss,  Corydon  spent 
at  least  one  full  day  and  night  at  Kilske  and  Yanny's 
residence,  while  Aznaran  stayed  the  whole  weekend.  Kerzig  £ 
Yanny  associate  Richard  Wynne,  who  was  previously  er.pl eyed  bv 
the  law  fire  of  Cur-ins  &  White,  was  also  present  fror  tine  tc 

veexer.c • 

’•  Curin*  «“*•  «•'  th«  v.«)c«.-.d,  I  cissrved 
conversations  between  yanny,  Corydon.,  Amaran,  Kilt*.  and 

v.y.-.r,e.  Through  these  conversations,  I  learned  that  Arnarar. 
ves  no  longer  employed  ty  ETC  end  that  she  planned  to  initiate 
litigation  against  RTC  and/or  the  Church  of  Scientolecv, 
either  on  her  own  behalf  cr  in  conjunction  with  Corydon. 

6.  At  one  point,  I  heard  Corydon  ccr.plain  that  he  did 
not  have  the  financial  resources  to  hire  an  attorney.  y^-y 
responded  that  Corydon ’s  lack  cf  funds  was  not  a  prctler. 

Yanny  told  Corydon  that  Vilske  was  particularly  good  at  the 
sort  of  litigation  they  were  discussing  since  she  had  been 
involved  in  similar  litigation  on  behalf  of  RTC,  CSI  and 

CSC  during  the  time  that  Yanny  and  Kerzig  &  Yanny  represented 
them. 

9.  I  also  observed  Corydon  and  -Aznaran  in  close 
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conversation  throughout  the  weekend.  r.-oo  whet  I  cverhea-d  o- 
th'lr  eeBW««“».  they  were  discussing  events  vhioh  had 
°CCUrred  at  *IC'be-'°“  the  tire  that  Ameren  left  the  Church. 

.  10.  During  the  we'ek  that  followed  the  clandestine 
testing  described  above,  Corydon  and  Ameren  had  many  contacts 
With  herzag  1  Yanr.y,  both  in  person  and  by  telephone.  I 

Cheeked  Corydon  and  Aznarar.  in  the  Kerzig  t  yan.ny  oddices  on 

^ ^ s  ccc2s ions  v » **  «. 

“s  veek-  1  also  observed  Xa-e- 

K*S*“  ("K*SSM">'  •  T«*«  attorney  and  Vicki  AznaraVs 
etster,  conducting  legal  research  in.  Kerzig  ,  yarnys  o-~c.s 

that  week.  It  appeared  f«r  the  r.urher  cd  visits  and  can, 
to  he  a  period  od  intense  activity. 

11.  During  that  sane  week,  Kerzig  t  Venny  associate 

Orieco  ("Grieco")  told  re  that  despite  yann.ys  insistence  t  -- 

he  could  participate  in  the  planned  lawsuit  brought  by  Azaran 

against  KTC,  she  was  concerned  about  his  proposed 

representation  cf  interests  a-ve-SP 

CyVfe-5e  wo  those  cf  KTC  his 

forcer  client.  At  one  point  during  that  week,  either  Grieco 
cr  V’ilske  asked  re  to  provide  then  with  the  tt,,.ve.,  ,.._v  " 

cf  the  California  state  Bar  Bthics  Hotline,  and  I  did  so.  i 
later  learned  frcr  Grieco  that  they  had  called  the  Hotline  to 
deterrine  whether  fanny  could  ethically  represent  the  Aznarans 
in  the  proposed  lawsuit  against  HTC.  Grieco  told  re  that  the 
State  Bar  determined  that  yan.ny  could  not  ethically  represent 
the  Aznarans  against  his  former  clients. 

12.  Kilske  told  re  that  subsegue.nt  to  the  call  to  the 
Ithics  Hotline,  Thelma  Herzig,  an  attorney  and  the  wife  cd 
Kerzig  i  yanny  partner  Albert  Herzig,  was  inferred  about 
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Yanny  's  activities  in  preparing  the  Aznarans •  lawsuit  acainst 
Herzig  S  Yanny. s  forrer  client.  I  observed  Wilske  and  Grieco. 
go  into  a  oeeting  with  Yanny  and  Thelra  Kerzig  at  Kerzig  t 
Yanny's  effaces.  After  the  reeting  Grieco  tcld  r.e  that  Kerzig 
inferred  Yanny  that  he  could  not  represent  the  Aznarans 

against  his  feraer  clients  and  that  he  should  cease  all  such 
activity  irr.ediately . 

W.  or.  Saturday.  Karch  26,  ms,  I  was  again  irvitad  te 
aper.d  the  vaekand  at  Vilska  art  Yar.ry's  Ker=csa  Beach 
residerce.  Vhen  I  arrived  cr.  Karch  26,  IS 6 6 ,  Acnaran,  Kiiske, 
Ya.-.ry,  Ccrydcn  ar.d  KacRae  were  Fraser.t,  as  was  Acnaran 's 
husba.-.d,  Richard  (Rich)  Ac.-.arar.  Later  that  adterreer,  Kvr.-.e 

*aS  6ri,e°  jCinea  the  Throughout  the  day,  they 

discussed  strategy  relating  to  the  litigation  uhich  they 

Rlarred  to  commence  cr  behalf  of  Ac.-.arar  against  the  Church  of 
Scier.tclcgy . 

K.  Cr.  a  nunher  of  occasions  during  that  weekend,  1 

heard  Yanny  reassure  Acnaran  that  he  could  represent  the 

Ainarans  even  though  Me,  CS1  and  CSC  had  teen  his  client.  1 

heard  Yanny  cake  similar  reassuring  comments  to  Corydcn.  1 

also  heard  Yanny  advise  Acnaran  regarding  her  proposed  causes 

°f  aCtiM  a?ai“st  ETC  *hd  the  others  and  the  ccrsegue.-.t  relief 
she  should  seek. 

25.  During  that  weekend,  2  also  heard  Yanny  explain  to 
Aznaran  and  Corydon  that  he  would  assign  responsibility  for 
certain  portions  of  the  proposed  lawsuit  against  K7C  and 
ethers  to  Kilske,  because  she  had  conducted  research  in  those 
areas  at  the  tire  that  Kerzig  *  Yanny  represented  KTC,  CSI  and 
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Yanny  stated  er.chatiea^  i  v  *• _ 

•  •-•.a wically  tc  the  attendees  at  this 

weekend  «.tins  th.t  the  suit  he  and  the  others  were  preparing 

would  cost  very'  little,^  because  the  research  for  it  had  " 

already  been  done  when  Ya-^v  *->r»  t-,- 1  . 

—•y  and  K^lske  represented  RTC,  CSI 

CS 0 •  Ccrycfm  "i c p ^  it ttv _ 4.  . 

7  J  C"  rast  vo««  the  Church  tMr.Jt  if  thev 

knew  [WilsJce]  was  vcrJtin-  cn  tH'e 

cn  issue  aca mst  the  Ciu^cv 

vher.  she  originally  researched  it  for  the  Church- 

16 '  Yir"'-y  2151  tc:d  «**•  Present  that  at  the  tire 

c  ed  the  afcrer.entioned  research  cn  behalf  of  ?.rc, 

CSI  and  esc,  her  tire  had  been  billed  at  Ya.nny's  substantially 

h_c..e.  partner  rate,  and  net  at  Kii  she's 

1*5 *e  s  ls~  c.erx  rate.  All 

these  in  attendance  * 

-a-ce  la-,..ed  tc  hear  that  r.ct  c.-.ly  was  the 

C*»^-^ch ' s  research  cc'*"  —  a  ve 

5  te  vse=  ^72-r-st  it,  but  that  the 

^-ad  been  ove”cva—  -e-  *v  • 

•‘a*  =  e-  .cr  this  research  to  begin  with. 

17  •  At  .cne  point  during  tke  T  v 

*  t..e  ueexe..d,  I  heard  Ya.nny  te*  i 

those  present  that  because  of  his  prior  representation  of  ** 

t..e  Church  of  S cier. tclcrv  he  j,, 

-  1  *  p.  c^uce  & r  a  ^ ^  v  *. »» 

c  err  2.  a  ^  *?  ^  e  ^  4*  v.  ^ * . 

■  •-  -«s.  t..e....  Ya.nny  explained  that  having  been 

counsel  tc  KC,  CSI  and  CSC  for  many  years,  he  knewM!  of 

their  litigation  weaknesses.  He  said  that  he  knew  which 

strategies  had  worked  in  past  litigation  against  rtc, 

including  specific  argur.en.ts  which  had  been  difficult  or 

impossible  for  then  tc  defend..  All  ef  the  individuals  present 

during  this  weekend  meeting  at  Vanny-s  here  participated  in 

this  discussion,  and  I  observed  Wynne  and  Wilske  taking  notes, 

particularly  when  Penny  discussed  the  Church's  litigation 

weaknesses.  Ya.nny  was  pressing  the  others  tc  file  the  planned 
Aznaran  suit  right  avav. 
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18.  During  the  course  of  the  weekend,  I  heard  Yanny  ask 

Wynne  and  Wilske  to  research  certain  issues  and  to  draft 

certain  portions  of  the  planned  Aznaran  complaint.  I  later 

observed  Wilske  drafting  certain  docunents.  Originally,  I  was 

asked  to  type  docunents  drafted  that  weekend,  but  that  task 

was  slater  assigned  to  Terri  Kehra  ("Kehra")  ,  a  new  Herzig  £ 

Yanny  secretary.  Prior  to  her  er.plcys.nt  with  Herzig  £  Yanny, 

Kehra  was  a  secretary  at  Cumins  £  White. 

3.9*  Griecc  v  e  s  else  a  ^  ^  , 

~  w  w  w  *  —  •  *  *2  Cw  itos  one  c  1 

meetings  held  at  Yanny 's  hone  on  the  weekend  of  Kerch  2  5  and 
27,  ISsc.  Griecc,  who  was  er.ployed  by  Herzig  £  Yanny  during  • 
the  tine  that  the  firs  represented  PTC,  CSX  and  CSC,  was  well 
cf  the  planned  Aznaran  suit  vcv.,'r,_  .  . 

4  4  ^  ~  ^  ^  w ^  w  s  c  X  H  ^  i  Cl  w 

instruction  to  cease  all  activities  connected  to  the  Aznaran 
litigation. 

°ne  point  during  the  weekend,  Yanny,  the 
Azr.arar.s,  Ccrycon,  Wilske  and  the  ethers  in  attendance, 
reviewed  an  eight  to  ;*n  inch  stack  of  docunents  which  Aznaran 
brought  to  the  meeting.  Yanny  told  the  others  that  these 
docunents  concerned  the  Church  cf  Scientology.  After  everyone 
had  reviewed  then,  Aznaran  and  Wilske  left  the  house  with  all 

of  the  documents.  They  later  returned  with  copies,  which  were 
given  to  Yanny. 

21,  At  another  point  during  the  weekend,  I  was  present 
during  a  conversation  between  Yanny  and  Ccrydon  regarding 
Corydon's  claims  against  the  Church.  'Yanny  counseled  Ccrydon 
regarding  effective  responses  to  difficult  questions  which 
were  potentially  damaging  to  Corydon  during  litigation,  in 
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particular,  Yanny  coached  Corydon  how  to  falsely  clair  that 
the  Church  had  intimidated  his.  , 

22.  Since  October^  1987,  Yanny  has  beer,  attempting  to 
get  re  to  adopt  a  similar  "coached"  answer  in  order  to  help 
h_...  cove.  up  has  involvement  in  a  situation  in  one  cf  the  PTC 
cases  which  resulted  in  sanctions  being  awarded  tce'rst  y»  —  v 
ar.d  F.TC.  on  cr  about  October  6,  1987,  Vanny  ordered  re  to 
serwe  a  "Notice  cf  Notion  and  Notion  to  Cor.pel  the  Testimony 
cf  Den  Aldridge"  on  Defendants '  counsel  in  PeT<c±c"s 
i_echr.cl  coy  Center,  et  al  .  ,  v.  ?cbin  cc->4.  _  et  civ> 

(Bx)  and  F.slicr'cus  Technology  ce^te”,  e- 
^_Larrv  vcllersheir,  e-  85-7197  (N?.?(Bx),  currently 

sending  in  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Central 
^strict  of  California.  Although  I  served  this  notion,  to 
•he  best  cf  r.y  knowledge  it  was  later  rejected  for  filing  by 
he  clerk  and  no  hearing  was  in  fact  scheduled.  The  law  firs  - 
f  Shea  £  Gould,  counsel  for  defendants  in  that  case, 

herea?ter  filed  a  Metier,  for  Sanctions  against  Kerzig  i  Yar.nv 
o  recover  their  costs  cf  opposing  a  notion  which  was  never 
ilec  and  for  appearing  at  a  hearing  which  was  neither 
oheduled  ncr  held.  In  order  to  avoid  these  sanctions,  Yanny 
5ld  the  the  Church,  and  opposing  counsel  that  he  had 

?ver  authorized  the  service  of;  the  notion.  Then  he  attempted 
J  get  ae  to  perjure  myself  by  backing  up  his  story.  Yanny 
lld  *e  to  saY  that  the  Church  had  ordered  re  to  serve  the 
•cuments  and  that  he  had  not  done  so.  Ke  told  re  to  say  that 
e  Church  "intir.idated  re"  into  raking  such  service.  Yanny 
s  attempted  to  get  r.e  to  adopt  this  false  scenario  on  at 
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leash  three  occasions  since  last 

fe-nce  iss,  rail.  The  cost  recent  attecct 

occurred  on  or  about  Kerch  J6,  19Be  during  ry  visit  to  Yanny  eld 

Kilshe's  residence.  Yenny  ves  lecturing  Corydor.  end  the  others 

in  ottender.ee  ebout  RTC's  weaknesses  he  hed  leerned  ocoesioned 

iron  being  foraer  counsel  end  dercr.strated  the  ebove  line  ed 

questioning  to  Corydor  by  having  re  pretend  to  be  the  witness. 

Yenny  ashed  re,  "Why  did  you  serve  those  docurents?  Vhy  did  you 

do  that?"  I  responded,  "Because  the  church  told  re  to  do  that." 

Yenny  continued,  "Why  did  you  do  it  id  the  Church  told  you  J,’ 

don't  you  know  that  you  should  only  do  that  id  an  attorney  tells 

you  to?"  Tc  which  I  re«zs-'de'J  ac  va--,,  v  j  v  , 

r  as  Ya---y  coached  re.  "Because 

I  was  intimidated  by  t her."  At  that 
Ccryccn  and  said,  "See?” 

11.  Subsequent  to  the  resting  with  Heroic,  I  observed 
Yanny,  Wynne  and  the  A2nar.ans  resting  at  the  eddices  od  Keraig 
*  Yanny.  I  heard  Wynne  tell  the  ethers  that  behr.ew  an 
attorney  who  could  handle  the  Aar.era.-.s'  case  against  RTC,  CS1 
and  CSC.  Wynne  end  Yanny  then  'inf  cm  a-  se  that  they  were 

ccing  to  Wynne's  cld  fi-»— >  ru — „.v  ... 

'  '•  a  hey  die  not 

return  that  day. 

24.  During  the  week  od  Kerch  26,  lses,  Wynne  rede 
nurercus  trips  out  od  the  oddice.  Bach  tire,  he  inforr.ed  r.e 
that  he  was  going  to  Curtains  6  White.  Wilsk.  and  Wynne  also 
indorsed  re  they  were  going  to  obtain  a  telecopier  aachine  for 

Yanny's  residence.  Yanny  also  spent  ruch  less  tine  at  Keraig 
&  Yanny  than  usual. 

25.  At  one  point  during  that  week,  1  heard  the  bell  on 
the  Keraig  6  Yanny  telecopier  aachine  ring  while  I  was 
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working .  Since  the  machine  is  next  to  my  desk,  I  could  see 
that  the  incoming  document  was  a  draft  cf  the  Aznaran 

complaint.  The  complaint  had  been  sent  to  Wynne  by  the  lav 

0 

fim  of  Curtins  &  White .  When  I  tcld  Kilske  that  this  draft 
ccr.pl aint  had  arrived,  she  took  it  free  re  and  brought  it  in 
Vyr.ne.Js  office. 

26.  In  or  about  this  tire  period,  I  vas  at  ry  desk  vhe 
a  DHL  Courier  delivered  a  package  to  Heroic  £  Yar.r.y.  When  1 
opened  this  package,  I  saw  that  it  contained  a  declaration 
frer.  Vicki  Aznaran.  I  noted  that  this  declaration  referred  • 


a  $150,000. CO  retainer. 

27.  On  or  about  Friday,  Apri 
cr.e  cf  the  ether  office  workers  at 
Aznarans'  ccr.pl aint  had  been  filed 


1  1,  1SSS,  I  was  inferred 
Kerzig  £  Yar.r.y  that  the 
and  that  Yanr.y  vas  actual 


V 


1 


present  vhen.it  vas  filed.  • 

26.  Since  .the  dates  cf  the  clandestine  reetings  at 
Yar.r.y ' s  here,  as  described  in  paragraphs  3  through  S  and  13 
through  22  above,  Corydcn  and  the  Aznarans  have  been  in 
constant  telephonic  ccrrunication  with  the  law  fim  cf  Kerzig 
&  Yanny.  Further,  cn  a  nur.be r  of  occasions,  Yar.r.y  has  used  a 
investigative  service  owned  by  Richard  Aznaran  to  service  the 
needs  of  his  clients. 

29.  During  the  tire  that  I  vas  erployed  at  Kerzig  £ 

»  * 

Yanny,  I  became  aware  of  certain  irregularities  in  Yanny's 
relationship  with  the  Church.  Fcr  example,  Yanny  routinely 
billed  RTC  for  work  performed  by  Kilske,  then  a  law  clerk,  at 
Yanny's  substantially  higher  partner  rate.  Further,  the 
office  bookkeeper,  Xva  Rater,  complained  to  me  that  Yanny  vas 
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routinely  padding  ETCs  bills. 

30.  In  cr  about  the  second  week  of  February  isss,  an  , 
attorney  and  ah  ETC  Church  representative  care  to  Kerzig- 4 
Yanny’s  offices  to  pick  up  ETC's  files  so  that  new  counsel 
could  adequately  represent  FTC.  However,  prior  to  that  date, 
I  had  observed  Heroic  &  Yarny's  file  clerk,  David  George, 
spend  3  days  at  the  copy  rachine  copying  docurents  which  I 
recccr.ized  to  be  doc-iter, ts  drcr.  the  S7C  ar.d  chorch  of 

Sciertolcgy  cases.  1o  the  beet  of  r.y  Jc.owledoe,  the  copies 

race  cf  the  F.7C  a-d  , 

•‘c  c .  *lles  Vere  net  included  in  the 

— — * ® ^  P  — cxed  up  by  the  attc— — ev  p  —  ~  .  . 

=  v  x. c  representative. 

31.  Yanny  also  retained  possession  of  computer  diskettes 

containing  work  that  Kerzig  &  Yanny  had  perforred  for  F.TC  and 

the  other  Churches  cf  S:;e-‘cic-f  _ *v  „  . 

-v.e.,.c.c5y  c-rmg  the  tire  that  Heroic 

£  Yanny  represented  the^e  e**i*iee  T„  < 

in  isct,  e  v  e  r*  2.  ^  1 6  r 

Kerzig  &  Yanny  stopped  representing  "FTC,  esi,  and  CSC,  I 
observed  Hilske  often  print  cut  and  utilize  ccpies  of  ‘ 
pleadings  and  other  documents  prepared  by  Kerzig  4  Yanny  on 
behalf  of  the  Church.  To  the  best  cf  r.y  knowledge,  Kerzig  L 
Yanny  still  maintains  possession  of  these  files  and  diskettes. 

32.  Although  I  believe  that  it- is  necessary  to  expose 
the  aforementioned  activities  of  Yanny  and  the  ethers,  i  an 
extremely  concerned  about  my  safety  as  a  result  cf  ry 
testimony.  The  reason  for  ry  concern  is  that  during  the  tire 
that  I  was  employed  with  Kerzig  and  Yanny,  I  observed  Yanny 
drink  excessive  amounts  of  alcohol  and  ingest  large  quantities 
cf  harmful  drugs,  such  as  LSD  and  cocaine.  Yanny  often 
directed  extremely  emotional  outbursts  toward  me  and  the  other 
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Kerzig  &  Yanny  employees.  During  co-e 

3  *'*e  ^-an  cne  such  outburst, 

Yanny  brandished  a  loaded  firea>—i  , 

ZXTem  and  a  long-bladed  knife. 

Moreover,  Yanny*  often  told  ae  that  ht»ii  +. 

mat,  "I'll  treat  you  fine,  but 

*  ®v£i"  cross  ae  because  I’ll  f;.j 

6  1  11  flnd  y°u  no  aanner  where  you 

?o.  I  will  hunt  you  down  *»  rn  „  . 

Y  covn.  In  the  context  of  Yanny ’s  drug  and 

alcohol  abuse  .and  his  violent  behavior-  r  ,  - 

,De**avicr/  I  uncerstood  that 

t"656  "°rdS  W6re  a  threa-  against  cy  person  which  would  be 

carried  out  if  I  exposed  the  truth  to  which  I  have  testified 
above. 

1  aecl.re  «der  penally  of  Ferju_.  the  fore-clr.s 

true  and  correct. 

r  •  . 

EXeMei  this  12SS  at  ros  Ar.Se:es, 

California. 


DOnCTh  Y  >\'N  P£XI 
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DECLARATION  OF  WILLIAM  NEIL 


) 


I,  WILLIAM  NEIL,  do  hereby  declare  and  state: 

1.  I  am  over  18  years  of  age  and  a  resident  of  the  state 
of  Texas.  I  am  an  attorney  licensed  to  practice  law  before  all 
the  courts  of  the  state  of  Texas.  The  facts  contained  in  this 
declaration  are  based  upon  personal  knowledge,  and  if  called 
upon"to  testify,  I  could  and  would  do  so  competently. 

2.  In  1987,  Karen  McRae,  also  an  attorney,  was  employed  in 
my  office  as  a  junior  associate .  In  or  around  April,  1987, 

Vicki  Aznaran,  whom  I  know  to  be  the  sister  of  Karen  McRae,  also 
began  working  in  my  offices  as  a  paralegal,  under  her  sister. 
Vicki  continued  working  in  my  offices  until  the  Fall  of  1987. 

3.  While  employed  at  my'  office,  Vicki  Aznaran  typed  legal 
documents,  drafted  pleadings,  and  performed  other  similar  work 
which  would  be  done  in  a  law  firm  by  an  associate  or  paralegal. 

I  found  Vicki  Aznaran* s  services  to  be  efficient  and  of  high 
quality.  Vicki  was  legally  sophisticated  and  competent; 
indeed,  I  found  Vicki  so  competent  that  I  often  gave  work  to 
Karen  with  the  expectation  that  the  work  would  be  done  by 
Vicki,  and  thus  be  done  well.  I  never  observed  Vicki  to  be 
mentally  or  emotionally  hampered  or  damaged.  She  never 
complained  of  any  impairment,  physical  or  mental,  nor  of 
nightmares  or  other  trauma. 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  the  laws  of  the 

’ 

United  States  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct.  Executed 
this  day  of  November,  1989,  at  Dallas,  Texas. 
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PROOF  OF  SERVICE 


) 


) 


STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA  ) 

)  ss . 

COUNTY  OF  LOS  ANGELES  ) 

I . am  employed  in  the  County  of  Los  Angeles,  State  of 
California.  I  am  over  the  age  of  eighteen  (18)  years  and  not  a 
party  to  the  within  action.  My  business  address  is  6255  Sunset 
Blvd. ,  Suite  2000,  Hollywood,  California  90028. 

On  November  9,  1989  I  caused  to  be  served  the  foregoing 
document  described  as  MEMORANDUM  IN  SUPPORT  OF  MOTION  FOR  A 
PRELIMINARY  INJUNCTION  on  interested  parties  in  this  action  by 
placing  a  true  copy  thereof  enclosed  in  a  sealed  envelope  with 
postage  thereon  fully  prepaid  in  the  United  States  mail  at 
Hollywood,  California,  addressed  as  follows: 

Ford  Greene 


